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As in legislative session, I now move
that the Senate adjourn until Thursday
next,

The motion was agreed to; and (at 4
o'clock and 28 minutes p. m.) the Senate
adjourned until Thursday, November 18,
1943, at 12 o’'clock meridian.

CONFIRMATIONS

Executive nominations confirmed by
the Senate November 16 (legislative day
of Noveraber 12), 1943:

UniTep STATES FuBLic HEALTH SERVICE

PROMOTIONS FOR TEMPORARY SERVICE
To be temporary passed assistant surgeons
Philip H. Best William C. Jenkins, Jr.

John G Crawford Harry J. Schweigert
Mayo L. Emory

To be temporary surgeon
Frederick J. Erueger

To be temporary sanitary engineer
Gordon E. McCallum
To be temporary senior surgeons

William Hendon Robert H. Flinn

Gordon Frederick W. Kratz
Leonard A Bcheele

In THE Navy
TEMPORARY SERVICE

Lynde D. McCormick to be rear admiral
in the Navy, to rank from July 15, 1942.

Clarence E. Olsen to be rear admiral In
the Navy, while serving as the United States
naval member on a military mission to the
Union of Soviet Soclalist Republics, of which
Maj. Gen. John R. Deane, United States Army,
is the head, to rank from November 10, 1943.

Willlam H. Hamilton to be commodore in
the Navy, while serving as commander, Fleet
Air Wing 17, Atlantic Fleet, and assigned to
duty in the United Kingdom, to rank from
November 10, 1943.

APPOINTMENT IN THE MARINE CoRPS
TO BE SECOND LIEUTENANTS
Clarence C. Moore, Jr.

Robert M. Jenkins
William H. Frey
POSTMASTERS
MASSACHUSETTS
Anne S. Drake, Cummington,
Bertha T. Conners, East Templeton.
Rosanna T. Ruel, Granby.
Marjorie C. Purdy, Marshfield Hills.
Margaret R. Brewster, Randolph,
Jennie A. Consoni, Sagamore.
NORTH DAKOTA
Marie A. Hanson, Aneta.
OHIO
Walter E. Cole, Andover,
Eugene D. Morris, Clarksburg.
Sarah Griffith, Pedro.
Janet M. Wilson, Ridgeway.
Tressie U. Kerr, Sullivan,
TENNESSEE
Maben B. Curry, Henry.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuespay, NovEMBER 16, 1943

The House met at 12 o’clock noon.

The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera
Montgomery, D. D., offered the follow-
ing prayer:

Thou blessed and ever-living Lord, let
Thy spirit steal into every heart that the
humblest duty may be glorified. As we
wait in Thy presence these sacred mo-
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ments, hearken, our Father, unto us.
Grant that this day we may resolve not
to live for our own aims and advance-
ment, but to bear loss willingly and labor
zealously that our people may see the
way that leads to a just and a contented
national life.

Grant us a fuller measure of aware-
ness that position may not revolve about
self. Give us Thy counsel when in need
and remind us of the great obligation we
owe our country. To this end we pray
for the fellowship of a single purpose and
for a spirit to share our common tasks.
O Knight of God, with Thine undaunted
heart, challenge us to walk about Zion
that we may tell it to the generations
to come: This Ged is our God and will
be our guide even unto death. O let not
the deathless liberties of our free institu-
tions lose their power and meaning in
the dusty deadness of selfishness. Do
Thou put Thy spirit into all breasts that
our citizens may be drawn to the altar
of reconsecration; then the breaking
light will soon open on the dawn and
glory be unto Thine excellent name, O
Master, forever., Amen,

The Journal of the proceedings of yes-
terday was read and approved.

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE

A message from the Senate, by Mr.
Frazier, its legislative clerk, announced
that the Senate had passed without
amendment a concurrent resolution of
the House of the following title:

H. Con. Res. 53. Concurrent resolution au-
thorizing the printing of additional copies of
the hearings held before the Committee on
Ways and Means of the House of Representa-
tives, current session, on the bills (H. R. 2324,
H. R. 2698, and H. R. 3015) to amend the
Sixth Supplemental National Defense Ap-
propriation Act of 1942, as amended.

The message also annou.ced that the
Senate agrees to the amendment of the
House to a joint resolution of the Sen-
ate of the following title:

B8.J.Res, 59, Joint resolution authorizing
the President of the United States of America
to proclaim Armed Services Honor Day for the
recognition and appreciation of the patriotic
devotion to duty of all members of all
branches of the armed military and naval
forces of the United States of America.

The message also announced that the
Senate agrees to the report of the com-
mittee of conference on the disagreeing
votes of the two Houses on the amend-
ments of the Senate to the bill (H. R.
3363) entitled “An act extending the
time within which applications under
section 722 of the Internal Revenue Code
must be made.”

NATIONAL AGRICULTURAL JEFFERSON
BICENTENARY COMMITTEE

Mr. RAMSPECEK. Mr, Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that in the engross-
ment of the amendments to Senate Joint
Resolution 47, providing for the appoint-
ment of a National Agricultural Jeffer-
son Bicentenary Committee to carry out
under the general direction of the United
States Commission for the Celebration of
the Two Hundredth Anniversary of the
Birth of Thomas Jefferson appropriate
exercises and activities in recognition of
the services and contributions of Thomas
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Jefferson to the farmers and the agricul-
ture of the Nation, the Clerk of the House
be authorized to include therein an
amendment striking out the preamble.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from
Georgia?

There was no objection,

JOINT MEETING OF HOUSE AND SENATE
TO HEAR SECRETARY OF STATE

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr, Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent to address the
House for 1 minute.

The SPEAKER. Without objection,
it is s0 ordered.

There was no objection.

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr, Speaker, for
the information of the membership I
wish to announce that the Secretary of
State, the Honorable Cordell Hull, will
address a joint meeting of the Senate
and the House on Thursday next, No-
vember 18, 1943, at 12:30 o’clock p. m.

Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
that it may be in order for the Speaker
to declare a recess at any time on Thurs-
day next, such recess to be subject to the
call of the Chair.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Mas-
sachusetfs?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires fo
make a statement. - After consultation
with the majority and the minority lead-
ers of the House and remembering the
terrific jams we had upon this floor on
previous occasions, with the consent and
appioval of the floor leaders, the Chair
announces that on Thursday next the
door immediately opposite the Speaker
will be open, and the doors on the Speak-
er's left and right, and none other. No
one will be allowed upon the floor who
does not have the privilege of the floor
of the House.

COMMITTEE ON MILITARY AFFAIRS

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Speaker, by di-
rection of the Committee on Accounts I
submit a privi'eged resolution (H. Res.
355), and ask for its immediate consider-
ation.

The Clerk read as follows:

Resolved, That the further expenses of con=
ducting the investigation authorized by
House Resolution 30 of the present Congress,
incurred by the Committee on Military Af-
fairs, acting as a whole or by subcommittee,
not to exceed $40,000 in addition to sums
heretofore made available, including expendi=
tures for the employment of experts, and
clerical, stenographic, and other assistants,
shall be paid out of the contingent fund of
the House on vouchers authorized by such
committee, signed by the chairman thereof
and approved by the Committee on Accounts,

Sec. 2. The official stenographers to com-
mittees may be used at all hearings held in
the District of Columbia, unless otherwise
officially engaged.

The resolution was agreed to.
A motion to reconsider was laid on the
table. ;
EXTENSION OF REMARKS

Mr. LANE., Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent to extend my own remarks
jn the Recorp and to include therein &
newspaper article.
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The SPEAKER. Without objection, it
is so ordered.

There was no objection.

Mr. SULLIVAN., Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to extend my own
remarks in the REcorp and include there-
in an article from the Washington Daily
News by Raymond Clapper under date
of November 15, 1943, entitled “Food
Subsidies.”

The SPEARER. Without objection, it
is so ordered.

There was no objection,

Mr. LUTHER A. JOHNSON. MTr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex-
tend my own remarks in the ReEcorp and
to include therein a brief editorial from
the Boston Globe on our foreign policy.

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it
is so ordered.

There was no objection.

Mr. ABERNETHY. Mr. Speaker, 1
ask unanimous consent to extend my own
remarks in the Recorp and to include
therein an editorial from the Memphis
Commercial Appeal.

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it
is so ordered.

There was no objection.

PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUESE

Mr. LUDLOW. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that on tomorrow
afternoon, November 17, after the legis-
lative business of the day and the other
special orders already entered, I may ad-
dress the House for 25 minutes.

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it
is so ordered.

There was no objection.

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

Mr. KINZER. Mr, Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to have printed in
the REcorp a letter I received from J. C.
Capt, Director of the Bureau of the
Census.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania [Mr. KINzER]?

There was no objection.

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex-
tend my own remarks in the Recorp and
to include a letter from Earl 8. Peirce,
Acting Administrator, Northeastern
Timber Salvage Administration.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentlewoman from
Massachusetts [Mrs. RoGers]?

There was no objection.

(Mr. KEarNEY asked and was given
permission to extend his own remarks in
the Appendix of the REcorbp.)

NEW DEAL BUREAUCRATIC DEMAGOGS

Mr. BREHM. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to address the House
for 1 minute.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Ohio
LMr. BREEM]?

There was no objection.

Mr. BREHM. Mr. Speaker, I want to
congratulate the gentleman from Texas
[Mr. Patman] for his very unique talk
made last night at the invitation of Ful-
ton Lewis, Jr., over radio station WOL.

Any man who can make such a plea
for that vanishing race of New Deal bu-

reaucratic demagogs and stretch his im-
agination so far as to infer that he is
discussing subsidies is, indeed, a super=
master in the technique of camouflage,
and in this respect his talk was indeed
unique.

To dodge the issue and resort to per-
sonalities not only denotes weakness but
downright feebleness.

ANSWERING FULTON LEWIS, JR.

Mr. PATMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to address the House
for 1 minute.

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Texas
IMr. PATMAN]?

There was no objection.

Mr. PATMAN. Mr. Speaker, if any-
one will read the text of Fulton Lewis’
radio address complained of he will find
he did attack me personally and by
name, and, in my opinion, when radio
commentators on commercial programs
attack anyone personally it is only right
that that party get time to reply. The
radio company could not give me this
time and I filed a complaint with the
Federal Communications Commission, I

was talking to his manager about the text

of Mr. Lewis’ speech in which he attacked
me and informed him that I expected to
have the Federal Communications Com-
mission pass on the question as to whether
or not I would be entitled to answer Mr,
Lewis on his program. His manager said
he would give me the time on Mr. Lewis’
program which was what I wanted. I ac-
cepted without any reservations or re-
strictions. I did not presume I would be
under obligations to Mr, Lewis by so do-
ing sinceé I was foregoing and giving up
a valuable privilege by withdrawing my
complaint before the Federal Communi-
cations Commission and it is true that
to accept the time was the better way to
handle it. I am afraid the gentleman
who just spoke did not hear the speech,
therefore I ask unanimous consent that
I may revise and extend my remarks and
insert this radio address of mine in the
REecORD. s

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Texas
[Mr, PaTman].

Mr. DWORSHAK. Mr. Speaker, re-
serving the right to object, I should like
to ask the gentleman from Texas if this
is the tirade——

Mr. PATMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask for
the regular order.

! Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr, Speaker, I ob-
ect.

The SPEAKER. The Chair may say to
the gentlemen when they do things like
that they will get the House into a lot of
trouble. Objection is heard.

PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE

Mr, GIFFORD. Mr. Speaker, I ask
u;lanimous consent to proceed for 1 min-
ute.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Mas-
sachusetts [Mr. GIFFORD]?

Mr. PATMAN. Mr. Speaker, reserving
the right to object, I regret exceedingly
to have fo object to the gentleman’s
speaking but I will have to if they will not
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let me put my own address in the REec-
ORD.

Mr. DWORSHAK, Mr, Speaker, I did
not object.

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Mr.
Speaker, reserving the right to object, I
want to assure the gentleman from Texas
that we want his speech in the Recorn
because it was nothing but a political
speech.

The SPEAEER, Objection was heard
to the gentleman from Texas publishing
the speech. :

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Mr.
Speaker, I have not objected.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from
Michigan [Mr. CRaAwForD] did.

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. Speaker, I
withdraw the objection.

Mr, PATMAN. Mr. Speaker, for the
information of the genflemen who are
complaining, I ask unanimous consent
that the address I made be inserted in
the CoNGRESSIONAL RECORD at this point.

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Mr.
Speaker, reserving the right to ob-
ject——

Mr. PATMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask for
the regular order.

The SPEAKER. The Chair cannot
recognize the gentleman to insert the
speech at this point in the REcorbp.

Mr. PATMAN. Mr. Speaker, then I
ask that it be inserted in the Appendix
of the REcoRrD.

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Mr.
Speaker, reserving the right o object——

Mr. PATMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask for
the regular order.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Texas
[Mr. PaTnman]?

There was no objection.

Mr. GIFFORD. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to proceed for 1 min-
ute.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Mas-
sachusetts [Mr. GIFFORD]?

There was no objection,

Mr. GIFFORD. Mr. Speaker, I do not
object to the radio speech of the gentle-
man from Texas. I loved it. Why, the
country now realizes that the gentieman
from Massachusetts, Jog MARTIN, and the
Republican minority ate of some weight
and importar.ce in this House of a Demo-
cratic majority. It is *he most helpful
speech to the Republicans we have heard
for a long time. I want fo say to the
gentleman from Texas who has filled the
Recorp lately so voluminously on the
beauties of subsidies that he may begin
to revise his own arguments pretty soon,
His own Texas people testified yesterday
against subsidies, and rightly named
them as blackmail and bribery. Seem-
ingly he should heed the voice of Texas.
Is he so determined to salvage the ad-
ministration that he cannot hear a mes-
sage from his own beloved Texas? Does
not the gentleman realize he is really
building up our gentleman from Massa-
chusetts, JoE MarTIN, for greater things?

I personally thank him, and the more
he talks subsidies after that manner the
better we like it.

The SPEAKER. The time of the gen-
tleman has expired.
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Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts, Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
address the House for 1 minute.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman irom Mas-
sachusetts?

There was no objection,

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Mr.
Speaker, first I wish to thank my dis-
tinguished friend from Texas for doing
me the honor of mentioning me in his
broadcast last night. Now, simply for
the Recorp, and in order he may at least
have and state the truth hereafter, I
wish to say that I never had a luncheon
with ‘members of the Committee on
Banking and Currency; I never asked
any member of that committee to change
his position,

Any commentator or columnist who
says otherwise is not telling the truth.

I believe—and only to keep the RECORD
straight—this statement should be made
at this time.

MUTUAL'S RADIO PROGRAM

Mr. MUNDT. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to address the House
for 1 minute,

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from South
Dakota? 2

There was no objection.

Mr. MUNDT, Mr. Speaker, some radio
history was made last night over the
Mutual Broadcasting System, although
unfortunately all of it was not good. I
think the gentleman from Texas was
precisely correct in requesting the Mu-
tual Broadcasting System and Fulton
Lewis to grant him permission to speak,
as his name had been used on the radio
and his statements had been criticized.
I congratulate him on his persistency in
getting that permission. I congratulate
the Mutual Broadcasting System and
Fulton Lewis on doing the fair thing and
giving him the opportunity. It was ex-
actly the kind of fairness we would expect
from Fulton Lewis, as he is generally
recognized as the fairest and most ac-
curate news commentator in America.

I think when private citizens or public
officials are attacked or criticized on the
air they should have the right of re-
joinder. I believe that the chairman of
the Senate Interstate Commerce Com-
mittee is intending to write such a pro-
vision into the new radio code.

It is extremely unfortunate, however,
that the gentleman from Texas should
pervert this opportunity by making a
political tirade out of his talk instead
of answering Mr. Fulton Lewis as he was
advertised to do. However, that should
not invalidate the principle that private
citizens and public officials should have
the right on the air to answer columnists
and commentators who attack them in
person. Unless some such opportunity
is provided freedom of speech on the air
becomes a farce instead of a fact.

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to address the House
for 1 minute.

The SPEARER. Is there objection to
the request. of the gentleman from

* Nebraska?

There wds no objection.
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Mr. CURTIS. Mr. Speaker, whenever
anyone attacks the Republican Party, as
did the gentleman from Texas [Mr.
Partman], it must be borne in mind that
he is attacking the majority of the
American people. Our leader, that
ardent patriot, the gentleman from Mas-
sachusetts, Josepr W. MAarTIN, Jr., has
led the fight against inflationary steps.
May I remind the House that for more
than 10 years the voice of JoE MARTIN
has been raised against the vast dele-
gation of power to the Executive. For
10 years and more his voice has been
raised against huge appropriation bills
and other measures that create inflation,
while all through that time the gentle-
man from Texas [Mr. PaTMAN] has been
ardently working for those things that
would bring inflation.

ASHAMED OF THEIR WORK

Mr. HOFFMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
my remarks.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from
Michigan?

There was no objection.

Mr. HOFFMAN. Mr. Speaker, if I

were given time on the radio every time
Walter Winchell went after me, you
would not hear much else.

Last night over the radio the gentle-
man from Texas [Mr. Parman] told the
housewives of America that if, when they
went to market, they were reguired to
pay 10 cents more for a pound of ham
the Republicans and the Republican
leader, JoE MarTIiN, would be to blame
for the addition to the cost of living.

Throughout his talk, which was re-
markable for its inaccuracies and er-
roneous conclusions, the gentleman
sought to divert attention from the mess
into which the New Deal, of which he is
an ardent supporter, has plunged us.

He ignored the fact that the skyrock-
eting of the cost of living, the apparent
scarcity of the necessities of life, the
high and burdensome taxation under
which the people are laboring, are all
the result of deliberate New Deal plan-
ning. “We planned it that way,” said
the President.

The gentleman from Texas overlooked
the fact that, if now we are in a des-
perate situation requiring extreme rem-
edies, our condition is the result of the
New Deal policy which he has so
ardently supported for the past 10 years.
For 10 years and more the gentleman
and his party have been in undisputed
control of both branches of Congress, of
the executive department, and for the
last 2 or 3 years in control of the Su-
preme Court.

Today his party has a working ma-
jority in both the Senate and the House
and his confession that chacs and bank-
ruptey exist, that bribery through sub-
sidies should be practiced, is proof—if
proof were needed—of the fallacy of the
New Deal policy, the incompetency of
New Deal leadership, in which the gen-
tleman from Texas [Mr. Patman] is a
spokesman and a director.
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The gentleman views the structure
which he and his party have erected, ad-
mits that it is a monstrosity, and at-
tempts to shift responsibility to the Re-
publicans, who bitterly, consistently,
and persistently opposed its erection.

MILK SHORTAGE

Mr. TABER. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to address the House
for 1 minute.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from New
York?

There was no objection,

Mr, TABER. Mr, Speaker, the subsidy
program of the Roosevelt administration
has been used so far to.cover up the com-
plete failure of the War Food Adminis-
tration and the Office of Price Adminis-
tration to increase our food production.

The milk situation is so desperate at
this time that unless corn is immediately
released to New York, Pennsylvania, New
Jersey, and New England within 6 weeks
we face the loss of 35 percent of our
dairy cattle.

Feed is now being put out with 1 per-
cent corn, 90-percent dust, 2- or 3-per-
cent wheat, oats, and barley. The cow is
not being deceived even if the pecple are.
Pretty soon the people will feel the short-
age of milk resulting from the subsidy
and the failure of the Office of Price Ad-
ministration and the War Food Adminis-
tration.

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

Mr. CURTIS. Mr, Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to extend my own re-
marks in the Recorp and include therein
two resolutions.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Ne-
braska?

There was no objection.

Mr. McKENZIE. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to extend my own re-
marks in the Recorp and include therein
an editorial.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from
Louisiana?

There was no objection.

Mr. HOLIFIELD, Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to extend my own re=
marks in the Recorp and include therein
a statement I made before a subcommit-
tee of the Committee on the Post Office
and Post Roads.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Cali-
fornia?

There was no objection.

Mr. WARD. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to extend my own
remarks in the REecorp and include
therein a speech made by Charles B.
Donaldson at Salisbury, Md., on the 11th.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Mary-
land?

There was no objection.

Mr, RANDOLPH. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to extend my own re-
marks in the Recorp and include therein
certain editorial comment.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from West
Virginia?

There was no objeetion.
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Mr. RAMSPECK. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to extend my own
remarks in the REecorp and include
therein an editorial on subsidies.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from
Georgia?

There was no objection.

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr, Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to extend my re-
marks in the Recorp and include a news-
paper article.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. Mr,
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex-
tend my remarks in the Recorp and in-
clude a radio speech that I shall make
over a broadcasting system tonight.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr, LAFOLLETTE. Mr. Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent to extend my re-
marks in the Recorp and include an ad-
dress I recently made,

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

THE PRIVATE CALENDAR

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will eall
the first bill on the Private Calendar.

ETHEL COHEN

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 1854)
for the relief of Ethel Cohen.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc.,, That the Secretary of
the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorizad
and directed to pay, out of any money in
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to
Ethel Cohen, of Chicago, Ill., the sum of
$760 in full settlement of all claims against
the United States for injuries sustained by
her on April 23, 1939, because of negligence
of the Works Progress Administration: Pro-
vided, That no part of the amount appropri-
ated In this act in excess of 10 percent
thereof shall be paid or delivered to or re-
ceived by any agent or agents, attorney or
attorneys, on account of services rendered in
connection with said claim. It shall be un-
lawful for any agent or agents, attorney or
attorneys, to exact, collect, withhold, or re-
ceive any sum of the amount appropriated
in this act in excess of 10 percent thereof on
account of services rendered in connection
with said claim, any contract to the contrary
notwithstanding. Any person violating the
provisions of this act shall be deemed guilty
of a misdemeanor and upon conviction
thereof shall be fined in any sum not ex-
ceeding $1,000.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third

time, and passed, and a motion to re-
consider was laid on the table,

LAFAYETTE GIBSON
The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 1442)
for the relief of Lafayette Gibson.
There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of

the Treasury is authorized and directed to

pay, out of any money in the Treasury not
otherwise appropriated, to Lafayette Gibson,
451 Oakley ‘Avenue, Columbus, Ohio, the sum
of $850. The payment of such sum shall be
in full gettlement of all claims of the said
Lafayette Gibson sgainst the United Btates
on account of personal injuries sustained on
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December 6, 1941, when the automobile which
he was driving on North Fourth Street, Co-
lumbus, Ohio, was struck by a United States
Army truck.

With the following committee amend-
ment:

Page 2, line 1, strike out the perlod, insert
a colon and the following: “Provided, That
no part of the amount appropriated in this
act in excess of 10 percent thereof shall be
paid or delivered to or received by any agent
or agents, attorney or attorneys, on account
of services rendered in connection with said
claim. It shall be unlawful for any agent or
agents, attorney or attorneys, to exact, col-
lect, withhold, or receive any sum of the
amount appropriated in this act in excess of
10 percent thereof on account of services
rendered in connection with sald claim, any
contract to the contrary notwithstanding.
Any person violating the provisions of this
act shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor
and upon conviction thereof shall be fined in
any sum not exceeding $1,000.”

The committee émendment was agreed
to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion to recon-
sider was laid on the table,

JOHN BIMS

The Clerk called the bill (H, R, 399)
for the relief of John Sims.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of
the Treasury is authorized and directed to
pay, out of any money in the Treasury not
otherwise appropriated, to John Sims, Mo-
bile, Ala; the sum of $5,000. The payment
of such sum shall be In full settlement of
all claims against the United States for
personal injurles sustained by the sald John
Sims on September 26, 1942, when he was
struck while walking on a sidewalk bordering
upon Highway No. 45, near Toulminville,
Ala., by a truck of the Work Projects Ad-
ministration, assigned to project WP-67¢6.

With the following committee amend-
ments: :

Page 1, line 6, strike out *$5,000” and
insert “$2,100”, and on page 2, line 32, strike
out the period, insert a colon and the fol-
lowing: “Provided, That no part of the
amount appropriated in this act in excess of
10 percent thereof shall be paid or delivered
to or received by any agent or agents, at-
torney or attorneys, on account of services
rendered in connection with said cla .. It
shall be unlawful for any agent or agents,
attorney or attorneys, to exact, collect, with-
hold, or receive any sum of the amount ap-
propriated in this act in excess of 10 percent
thereof on account of services rendered in
connection with said claim, any contract to
the contrary notwithstanding. Any person
violating the provisions of this act shall be
deemed guilty of a misdemeanor and upon
conviction thereof shall be fined in any sum
not exceeding $1,000.”

The committee amendments were
agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion to re-
consider was laid on the table.

PETER A. GAWALIS

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 1594)
for the relief of Peter A. Gawalis,
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There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc.,, That the Secretary of
the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized
and directed to pay, out of any money in the
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to
Peter A, Gawalis the sum of $10,000, in full
settlement of all claims against the United
States for personal Injuries as a result of a
collision between the automocbile in which
he was riding and an Army truck on High-
way No. 25, in Linden, N. J., on February 4,
1942: Provided, That no part of the amount
appropriated in this act in excess of 10 per-
cent thereof shall be paid or delivered to or
received by any agent or attorney on account
of services rendered in connection with this
claim, and the same shall be unlawful, any
contract to the contrary notwithstanding.
Any person violating the provisions of this
act shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor
and upon conviction thereaof shall be fined in
any sum not exceeding $1,000.

With the following committee amend-
ment:

Page 1, line 6, strike out “£10,000" and
Insert *“$5,000.”

The committee amendment was agreed
to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion to recon-
sider was laid on the table,

SAUNDERS MEMORIAL HOSPITAL

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 1737)
for the relief of the Saunders Memorial
Hospital.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted etc., That the Secretary of
the Treasury is authorized and directed to
pay, out any money in the Treasury not
otherwise appropriated, to the Saunders Me-
morial Hospital, Florence, 8. C., the sum of
$37,660. The payment of such sum shall be
in full settlement of all claims against the
United States on account of losses sustained
by such hospital as the result of the faflure
of the United States Army Engineer Corps
to carry out the terms of a lease of such
hospital to the United States, for the dura-
tion of the present war, and 6 months there-
after.

With the following committee amend-
ments:

Page 1, line 4, after the word “out”, insert
the word “‘of"; in line 10, after the word “of”,
strike out the article “a” and insert the words
“an option to"; and in line 10, after the word
“lease”, strike out the word “of.”

The commiftee amendments were
agreed to.

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I offer
the following amendment, which I send
to the desk.

The Clerk read as .follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. SFRINGER: On
page 1, line 6, strike out “$37,550" and insert
“§25,000.”

The SPEAKER. The question is on
agreeing to the amendment offered by
the gentleman from Indiana.

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion to recon-
sider was laid on the table,
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8. I. WOOTEN

The Clerk called the hill (H. R. 1760)
for the relief of S. I. Wooten.

Mr. McGREGOR and Mr. SPRINGER
objected, and the bill was recommitted
to the Committee on Claims.

ESTATE OF RALPH ALTON GREENLEAF

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 2091)
for the relief of Mrs. Gladys M. Green-
leaf and the estate of Ralph Alton Green-
leaf, deceased.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of
the Treasury is authorized and directed to
pay, out of any money in the Treasury not
otherwise appropriated, to Mrs. Gladys M.
Greenleaf, Wakefield, Mass., personally, the
sum of $5,000 and to Mrs. Gladys M. Green-
leaf, Wakefield, Mass., administratrix of the
estate of Ralph Alton Greenleaf, deceased,
the sum of $10,000. The payment of such
sums shall be in full settlement of all claims
of Mrs. Gladys M. Greenleaf and the estate
of Ralph Alton Greenleaf on account of per-
sonal injuries sustained by Mrs, Gladys M.
Greenleaf, the death of her husband, Ralph
Alton Greenleaf, resulting from personal in-
juries, and damage in the amount of $400 to
personal property owned by Ralph Alton
Greenleaf, caused by a collision of the auto-
mobile of Ralph Alton Greenleaf, in which
they were riding, with a United States Army
truck on Main Street, Wakefield, Mass,, on
April 20, 1942:

With the following committee amend-
ments:

Page 1, line 9, strike aut the figures “$10,-
000" and insert in leu thereof the figures
“$5,754."

Page 2, line 3, strike out “in the amount of
$400 to personal property owned by Ralph
Alton Greenleaf” and insert in lieu thereof
“to automobile and funeral expenses.”

At the end of bill strike out the period and
insert in lieu thereof: : Provided, That no
part of the amount appropriated in this act
in excess of 10 percent thereof shall be paid
or delivered to or received by any agent or
attorney on account of services rendered in
connection with this clalm, and the same
shall be unlawful, any contract to the con-
trary notwithstanding. Any person violating
the provisions of this act shall be deemed
guilty of a misdemeanor and upon conviction
thereof shall be fined in any sum not exceed-
ing $1,000.”

The committee
agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion to recon-
sider was laid on the table.

NADINE GORMAN

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 2385)
for the relief of Nadine Gorman.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete.; That the Secretary of the
Treasury is authorized and directed to pay,
out of any money in the Treasury not other-
wise appropriated, the sum of $2,600 to Nadine
Gorman, of Omaha, Nebr., in full satisfaction
of her claim against the United States for
damages for personal injuries and property
damage sustained by her when an automabile
in the service of the Works Progress Adminis-
tration ran into her automobile in Omaha,
Nebr,, on February 2, 1939: Provided, That the
above sum shall be accepted in full release of
the judzment held against Arthur L. Dunn.

amendmenis were
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With the following committee amend-
ments: e

Page 1, line 5, strike out the figures “$2,500"
and insert in lieu thereof the figures “$1,500."

Page 1, line 8, strike out “her claim” and
insert in lleu thereof “all claims."

Page 1, line 7, strike out “for damages.”

The committee amendments were
agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion to recon-
sider was laid on the table.

TOM 8. STEED

The Clerk called the next bill, H. R.
2691, for the relief of Tom S. Steed.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the limitations of
time in sections 15 to 20, both inclusive, of the
act entitled “An act to provide compensation
for employees of the United States suffering
injuries while in the performance of their
duties, and for other purposes,” approved
September 7, 1916, as amended, are hereby
walved in favor of Tom 8. Steed, a former em-
ployee of the Department of Agriculture, Soil
Conservation Service, Winnsboro, Tex. for
disability alleged to have resulted from an
injury sustained by him on April 19, 1837, and
the United States Employees' Compensation
Co ission is hereby authorized to consider
and determine the merits of his claim under
the remaining provisions of said act.

- The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion to recon-
sider was laid on the table.

ARVO KARI, LEMPI K. HOLM, AND BURT
JOHNSTON

The Clerk called the next bill, H. R.
2792, for the relief of Arvo Kari, Lempi
K. Holm, and Burt Johnston.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of
the Treasury is authorized and directed to
pay out of any money in the Treasury not
otherwise appropriated, (1) to Arvo Earl, of
Westport, Wash., the sum of $2,754.20; (2) to
Lempl K. Holm, of Westport, Wash., the sum
of $1,600; and (3) to Burt Johnston, of West-
port, Wash., the sum of £9,910, in full satis-
faction of their respective claims against the
United States for compensation for the loss
of real and personal property owned by them
which was destroyed by fire on February 19,
1942, as a result of the negligence of United
States Army personnel: Provided, That no
part of the amount appropriated in this act
in excess of 10 percent thereof shall be paid
or delivered to or received by any agent or
attorney on account of services rendered in
connection with this claim, and the same
shall be unlawful, any contract to the con-
trary notwithstanding. Any person violating
the provisions of this act shall be deemed
guilty of a misdemeanor, and upon conviction
thereof shall be fined in any sum not exceed-
ing $1,000.

. With the following committee amend-
ment:

Page 1, line B, strike out *“$9,910" and
insert “9,047."

The committee amendment was agreed
to.
The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the
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third time, and passed, and a motion to
reconsider was laid on the table.

ESTATE OF JENNIE I. WESTON, DECEASED

The Cleik called the next bill, H. R.
3153, for the relief of the estate of Jennie
1. Weston, deceased.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of
the Treasury is authorized and directed to
pay, out of any money in the Treasury not
otherwise appropriated, to Richard A. Weston,
Newark, Ohio, administrator of the estate
of Jennie I. Weston, deceased, or his suec-
cessor in trust,"the sum of $29,360.15. The
payment of such sum shall be in full settle-
ment of all claims of such estate against the
United States on account of the death of the
saild Jennie I. Weston and damage to real
and personal property owned by her caused
by a United States Army bomber on Septem-
ber 8, 1942, when It crashed into her dwelling.

With the following committee amend-
ments:

Page 1, line 5, strike out “Richard A.
V{;ston, Newark, Ohio”, and insert the word
LU e.”

Page 1, line 7, strike out “or his successor
in trust” and strike out *$29,360.15" and
insert “$19,915."

Page 1, line 9, strike out “of such estate.”

Page 2, line 3, strike out “dwelling” and
insert “dwellings.”

Page 2, line 38, insert “Provided, That no
part of the amount appropriated in this act
in excess of 10 percent thereof shall be paid
or delivered to or received by any agent or
agents, attorney or attorneys, on account of
services rendered in connection with said
claim. It shall be unlawful for any agent
or agents, attorney or attorneys, to exact,
collect, withhold, or receive any sum of the
amoun: appropriated in this act in excess of
10 percent thereof on account of services
rendered in connection with said claim, any
contract to the contrary notwithstanding.
Any person violating the provisions of this
act shall be deemed guilty of A misdemeanor
and upon conviction thereof shall be fined
in any sum not exceeding $1,000.”

The committee amendments were
agreed to. ;

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion to recon-
sider was laid on the table.

J. CLYDE MARQUIS

The Clerk called the next bill, H. R.
3194, for the relief of J. Clyde Marquis.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the present consideration of the bill?

Mr. McGREGOR and Mr. SPRINGER
objected, and, under the rule, the bill was
recommitted to the Committee on Claims.

W. I. DOOLY

The Clerk called the next bill, S. 759,
conferring jurisdiction upon the United
States District Court for the Eastern
District of Tennessee to hear, determine,
and render judgment upon the claim
of W. I. Dooly.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That jurisdiction is
hereby conferred upon the United States
District Court for the Eastern District of
Tennessee to hear, determine, and render
judgment upon the claim of W. I. Dooly,
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of Conasauga, Polk County, Tenn., for com=~
pensation for the value of his undivided
one-half interest in tract No. 766d, con-
taining 1243jy acres, in Fannin County,
Ga., which was included with other lands
acquired by the United States pursuant to
condemnation proceedings instituted March
21, 1936 (case No. 1928 at law), in the United
Btates District Court for the Northern Dis-
trict of Georgia, Atlanta division, and in
which final judgment was rendered on Octo-
ber 5, 1938.

The bill was ordered to be read a third
time, was read the third time, and passed,
and a motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

EDDIE PERCLE

The Clerk called the next bill, 8. 770,
for the relief of Eddie Percle.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of
the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized
and direeted to pay, out of any money in the
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the
sum of $5,000 to Eddie Percle, in full settle-
ment of all claims against the United States
for the death of his wife, Mrs. Octavie Lan-
dry Percle, when the automobile in which
she was riding was struck by a Civilian Con-
servation Corps truck, on June 27, 1840, near
Thibodaux, Lafourche Parish, La.: Pro-
vided, That no part of the amount appro-
priated in this act in excess of 10 percent
thereof shall be paid or delivered to or re-
ceived by any agent or attorney on account
of services rendered In connection with this
claim, and the same shall be unlawful, any
contract to the contrary notwithstanding.
Any person violating the provisions of this
act shall be deemed guilly of a misdemeanor
and upon conviction thereof shall be fined
in any sum not exceeding $1,000.

The bill was ordered to be read a third
time, was read the third time, and passed,
and a motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

GRAFTON BOAT WORKS

The Clerk called the next bill, S. 862,

for the relief of the Grafton Boat Works.

. There beirig no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc.,, That the Secretary of
the Treasury is authorized and directed to
pay, out of any money in the Treasury not
otherwise appropriated, to the Grafton Boat
Works, of Grafton, Ill., the sum of $240, in
full satisfaction of its claim against the
United States for compensation for storing
a boat belonging to the National Youth Ad-
ministration during the period from Decem-
ber 1, 1940, to April 1, 1942: Provided, That
no part of the amount appropriated in this
act in excess of 10 percent thereof shall be
paid or delivered to or received by any agent
or attorney on account of services rendered
in connection with this clalm, and the same
shall be unlawful, any contract to the con-
trary notwithstanding. Any person violating
the provisions of this act shall be deemed
guilty of a misdemeanor and upon convic=-
tion thereof shall be fined in any sum not
exceeding $1,000.

The bill was ordered to be read a third
time, was read the third time, and passed,
and a motion to reconsider was laid on
the table,

MILFORD TRUST CO. ET AL.

The Clerk called the next bill, S. 950,
for the relief of the Milford Trust Co.
and Blanche R. Bennett, as administra-
tors of the estate of Charles E. Reed,
deceased.
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There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Becretary of
the Treasury is authorized and directed to
pay, out of any money in the Treasury not
otherwise appropriated, to the Milford Trust
Co. and Blanche R. Bennett, of Milford, Del.,
as administrators of the estate of Charles E.
Reed, deceased, the sum of #4,155, in full
satisfaction of their claims against the United
States for compensation for damage to a
farm bullding and certain machinery and
equipment therein, owned by such estate,
which rasulted when a United States Army
airplane crashed into such building on July
18, 1942: Provided, That no part of the
amount appropriated in this act in excess of
10 percent thereof shall be paid or delivered
to or received by any agent or attorney on
account of services rendered in connection
with this claim, and the same shall be un-
lawful, any contract to the contrary not-
withstanding. Any person violating the pro-
visions of this act shall be deemed guilty of
a misdemeanor and upon conviction thereof
shall be fined in any sum not exceeding
$1,000.

The bill was ordered to be read a third
time, was read the third time, and passed,
end a motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

ERVIN 8. FINLEY

The Clerk called the next bill, S. 1246,
for the relief of Ervin S. Finley. #

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of
the Treasury is authorized and directed to
pay, out of any money in the Treasury not
otherwise appropriated, to Ervin 8. Finley, of
Sumter, 8, C., the sum of 8500, in full satis-
faction of his claims against the United States
for compensation for personal injuries sus-
tained by him when he was struck by a Gov-
ernment-owned truck operated by a civilian
employee of the Army Air Corps at Shaw Field,
S. C.,, on September 15, 1942, and for reim-
bursement of medical and hospital expenses
incurred by him as a result of such injuries:
Provided, That no part of the amount appro-
priated in this act in excess of 10 percent
thereof shall be paid or delivered to or re-
ceived by any agent or attorney on account of
services rendered In connection with this
claim, and the same shall be unlawful, any
centract to the contrary notwithstanding.
Any person violating the provisions of this
act shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor
and upon conviction.thereof shall be fined in
any sum not exceeding $1,000.

The bill was ordered to be read a third
time, was read the third time, and passed,
and a motion fo reconsider was laid on
the table.

PAN AMERICAN AIRWAYS, INC.

The Clerk called the next bill, S. 1309,
for the relief of Pan American Airways,
Inc.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete. That the Comptroller
General of the United States be, and he
hereby is, authorized and directed to settle
and adjust the claim of Pan American Air-
ways, Inc., a corporation organized and exist-
ing under the laws of the State of New York,
for $2,681.82 as the value of two dry-ice boxes
belonging to it which were stored in Hono-
lulu, T, H.,, and which were received from
storage by a representative of the United
States Army and placed on board the United
States Army transport Royal T. Frank in the
mistaken belief that they were boxes be-
longing to the United States Navy which the
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Navy had agreed to lend to the Army, and
which two boxes belonging to Pan American
Airways, Inc., were lost when that vessel was
destroyed by enemy submarine action, and
to allow in full and final settlement of the
claim not to exceed $2,681.82. There is here-
by apprcpriated cut of any moneys in the
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the
sum of $2,681.82, or so much thereof as may
be necessary, for the payment of the claim:
Provided, That no part of the amount ap-
propriated in this act in excess of 10 per-
cent thereof shall be paid or delivered to or
received by any agent or attorney en account
of services rendered in connection with this
claim, and the same shall be unlawful, any
contract to the contrary notwithstanding.
Any person viclating the provisions of this
act shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor

‘and upon conviction thereof shall be fined in

any sum not exceeding $1,000.

The bill was ordered to be read a third
time, was read the third time, and
passed, and a motion to reconsider was
laid on the table.

CHRISTINE MANGRUM ET AL,

The Clerk called the next bill, H. R.
2005, for the relief of Christine Man-
grum, Luster Mangrum, and Nathan
Mangrum. -

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc.,, That the Secretary of
the Treasury be, and he is hereby, author-
ized and directed to pay, out of any money
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated,
to Christine Mangrum, of Fairview, Tenn.,
the sum of $5,000, and to Luster Mangrum,
of Fairview, Tenn., the sum of 85,000, in fuil
settlement of ell claims against the United
States for personal injuries sustained, and
to Nathan Mangrum, of Fairview, Tenn., the
sum of $800, in full settlement of all claims
against the United States for property loss
sustained, when the truck in which they were
riding was struck by a United States Army
truck at the intersection of Lea Avenue and
Eighth Avenue South, Nashville, Tenn., on
August b5, 1942: Provided, That no part of
the amount appropriated in this act in excess
of 10 percent thereof shall be paid or de-
Iivered to or received by any agent or attor-
ney on account of services rendered In con=-
nection with this claim, and the same shall
be unlawful, any contract to the contrary
notwithstanding. Any person violating the
provisions of this act shall be deemed guilty
of a misdemeanor, and upon conviction
thereof shall be fined in any sum not exceed-
ing $1,000.

With the following committee amend-
ments:

Page 1, line 6, strike out “§5,000" and insert
in lieu thereof “$3,600.”

Page 1, line 10, strike out “8800” and insert
in lieu thereof “$50.”

The committee amendments were
agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion to recon-
sider was laid on the table.

RELIEF OF CERTAIN OFFICERS AND EM-

PLOYEES OF THE FOREIGN SERVICE OF

THE UNITED STATES

The Clerk called the next bill, S. 1332,
for the relief of certain officers and em-
ployees of the Foreign Service of the
United States who, while in the course
of their respective duties, suffered losses
of personal property by reason of war
conditions,
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There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That there is authorized
to be appropriated, and there is hereby ap-
propriated, out of any money in the Treas-
ury not otherwise appropriated, the follow-
ing sums of money, which sums represent
the value of reasonable and necessary per-
sonal property lost by the clalmants as a
result of war conditions:

Theodore C. Achilles, $5,837.50; Henry E.
Stebbins, $411; Henry M. Wolcott, $104; Wil-
liam Nicholas Carroll, $1,707; George K. Don-
ald, $3,593.50; James G. Carter, $12,000; Myles
Standish, $900; Sam E. Woods, $650; Edmund
A. Gullion, $860; Harold D. Clum, $7,090.15;
John H, Lord, £9,200; Landreth Harrison,
$1,170.25; Isabel Pinard, $623; Jule B. Smith,
$1,086.42; C. C. M. Pedersen, $325; Thormod
0. Klath, $275; John K. Davis, $699.33; Stan-
ley G. Slavens, §355; Donald W. Lamm, $270;
Frank S. Williams; £125; Arthur B. Emmons
III, $139; John K. Caldwell, $792; Gordon L.
Burke, §460; Samuel J. Fletcher, $933.25;
William E. Yuni, $100; M. R. Rutherford,
$230; David C. Berger, $§220; John B. Sawyer,
$343; Owen L. Dawson, $343; U. Alexis John-
son, $898.50; J. Dixon Edwards, $50; J. Hall
Paxton, $100; Quincy F. Roberts, $§952; Ken-
neth J. Yearns, $280; Nathalle D. Boyd,
$1,000; Walter W. Hoffman, $1,726.56; Fred-
eric C. Fornes, Jr,, £3,801.50; John H. Bruins,
$1,038.45; Addison E. Southard, $8,015; Clar-
ence E. Gauss, $447; Kingsley W. Hamilton,
$3256; Sidney H. Browne, $470; Charles S,
Reed II, #400; Edward M. Ingle, 8&730;
Thomas S. Estes, $1,309.f0; Harlan B. Clark,
$1,550; Martin J. Hillenbrand, $862.50; Ken-
netl 8. Patton, $5,660; Perry 7illis, $796; Rob-
ert L. Buell, $620; V. Lansing Collins, $955;
Paul Paddock, $1,063; Courtland E. Chris-
tiani, $1,203; George A. Armstrong, $534.60;
Duwayne G. Clark, $7,311.53; E. Talbot Smith,
$2,780; Temple Wanamaker, Jr., #$130.33;
James E, Brown, Jr., $5,214.49; Cavendish
W. Cannon, $3,204; Homer 8. Fox, $4,560.08;
Thomas McEnelly, $331; Mrs. Anne Gault An-
toniades, $100; Gladys Wells, $1,112.63; M.
William Blake, $207.37; Nathaniel Lancaster,
$1,555.16; Norris B. Chipman, $7,740; Harold
Pease, $583.99; John M. McSweeney, $268; W,
Garland Richardson, $4,229.02; James W. Rid-
dleberger, $1,080.02; Carl E. Christopherson,
$1,189.31; Albert W. Chapman, $1,419.98; Ann
Hillery, $759.87; Joseph W. Ballantine, $425;
Augustus Chase, $580.77; Alfred G. Richter,
Jr., $544.68; Wallace W. Stuart, $1,163.34;
Jefferson Patterson, $5,377.50; Frederick A.
Kuhn, $1,397.46; Ida Mae Orr, $690.57; Lucille
C. Strong, $571.50.

The bill was ordered to be read a third
time, was read the third time, and passed,
anél a motion to reconsider laid on the
table.

GERALD G. WOODS

The Clerk called the next bill, S. 1008,
for the relief of Gerald G. Woods.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of
the Treasury is authorized and directed to
pay, out of any money in the Treasury not
otherwise appropriated, to Gerald G. Woods,
of Portsmouth, N. H., the sum of $71.90, in
full satisfaction of his claim against the
United States for reimbursement for ex-
penditures made by him as commander of
flotilla No. 301, United States Coast Guard
Auxiliary, for rations for members of such
auxiliary engaged in operating a Coast Guard
patrol boat: Provided, That no part of the
amount appropriated in this act in excess of
10 percent thereof shall be pald or dellvered
to or received by any agent or attorney on
account of services rendered In connection
with this claim, and the same shall be unlaw-
ful, any contract to the contrary notwith=-

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE

standing. Any person violating the provi-
slons of this act shall be deemed guilty of a
misdemeanor and upon conviction thereof
ghall be flned in any sum not exceeding
£1,000.

The bill was ordered to be read a third
time, was read the third time, and passed,
and a motion to reconsider was laid on

the table.
AMUEL MARGOLIN

The Clerk called the next bill, S. 1169,
for the relief of Samuel Margolin.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc,, That the Secretary of
the Treasury is authorized and directed to
pay, out of any money in the Treasury not
otherwise appropriated, to Samuel Margolin,
of Auburn, Maine, the sum of $1,427.50, In
full satisfaction of all claims against the
United States for compensation for property
damage and personal injuries sustained and
medical expenses incurréd by him as a re-
sult of a collision of the truck which he was
driving with a War Department eedan on
Main Street, Lewiston, Maine, on January 10,
1943: Provided, That no part of the amount
appropriated in this act in excess of 10 per-
cent thereof shall be paid or delivered to or
received by any agent or attorney on account
of services rendered in connection with this
claim, and the same shall be unlawful, any
contract to the contrary notwithstanding.
Any person violating the provisions of this
act shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor
and upon conviction thereof shall be fined
in any sum not exceeding $1,000.

With the following committee amend-
ment:

Page 1, line 6, strike out "$1,427.50” and
ingert in lieu thereof *“§1,727.50."

The committee amendment
agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be read a
third time, was read the third time, and
passed, and a motion to reconsider was
laid on the table.

LOUIS COURCIL

The Clerk called the next bill, H. R.
248, for the relief of Louis Courecil.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, elc., That the Secretary of
the Treasury is hereby authorized and di-
rected to pay, out of "any money in the
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to
Louis Courcil, the sum of $5,000. The pay-
ment to the said Louis Courcil shall be in
full settlement of all claims against the
United States for hospital, medical, and
other expenses, and for damages sustained
on account of the injuries received by the
said Louis Courcil, which resulted when an
Army vehicle, serial No. 20203845, Service
Company, One Hundred and Fifth Infantry,
United States Army, left the lane of travel
and progressed diagonally to the north curb
lane on Fcothill Boulevard, near Fontana, in
the county of San Bernardino, State of Call-
fornia, and crashed into the automobile in
which said Louis Courcil was seated: Pro-
vided, That no part of the amount appro-
priated in this act in excess of 10 percent
thereof shall be paid or dellvered to or re=-
ceived by any agent or attorney on account
of services réndered in connection with this
claim, and the same shall be unlawful, any
contract to the contrary notwithstanding.
Any person violating the provisions of this
act shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor
and upon conviction thereof shall be fined
in any sum not exceeding $1,000.

With the following committee amend-
ments:

was
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Page 1, line 5, after the figures “$5,000",
strike cut the period and “The payment to
the sald Louls Courcil shall be.”

Page 1, line 7, after the word “for", insert
“personal injuries,”.

Page 1, line 8, after the word “expenses”,
strike out the bill down to ": Provided”, in
line 5, page 2. Insert in lleu thereof, “sus-
tained as a result of .an Army truck crashing
into the automobile in which he was seated,
on Foothill Boulevard, near Fontana, Calif,,
on January 21, 1942

The committee amendments were
agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the
third time, and passed, and a motion to
reconsider was laid on the table.

PAUL J. CAMPBELL

The Clerk called the next bill, H. R.
1220, for the relief of Paul J, Campbell,
father of Paul M. Campbell, a minor.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows: =

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of
the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized
and directed to pay, out of any money in
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to
Paul J. Campbell, father of Paul M. Campbell,
a minor, of East St. Louis, Ill., the sum
of 85,000, in full settlement of all claims
against the Government of the United States
for personal injury, medical and hospital
bills, cost of artificial limb, and property lcss
sustained by the minor as the result of an
automobile accident Involving a Civilian
Conservation Corps truck on United States.
Highway No. 66, at the intersection
of Chapman Street, Edwardsville, IIl., after
dark, on December 7, 1040: Provided, That no
part of the amount appropriated in this act
in excess of 10 percent thereof shall be
pald or delivered to or recelved by any agent
or attorney on account of services rendered
in connectlon with this claim, and the same
shall be unlawful, any contract to the con=
trary notwithstanding. Any person violat-
ing the provisions of this act shall be deemed
guilty of a misdemeanor and upon convic-
tlon thereof shall be fined in any sum not
exceeding $1,000.

With the following committee amend-
ments:

Page 1, line 8, strike out “father of Paul M,
Campbell, a minor.”

Page 1, line 7, strike out the figures “§5,«
000" and insert in lieu thereof “$2,000; to
pay the legal guardian of Paul M. Campbell,
a minor, the sum of $3,000.”

Page 1, line 9, strike out “medical and hos-
pital bills, cost of artificial limb, and prop-
erty loss.”

The commitiee amendments were
agreed to. =

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion to recon-
sider was laid on the table,

The title was amended so as to read:

. “A bill for the relief of Paul J. Campbell,

and the legal guardian of Paul M, Camp-
bell, a minor.”

MRES. DONALD B. JOHNSTON

The Clerk called the next hill, H. R,
1934, for the relief of Mrs. Donald B.
Johnston,

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete, That the Secretary of
the Treasury be, and he is hereby, author=

ized to pay, out of any money in the Treasury
not otherwise appropriated, to Mrs, Donald
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B. Johnston, of 300 Southeast First Avenue,
Miami, Fla., the sum of $10,000, in full set-
tlement of all claims against the United
States for the death of her hushand, Donald
B. Johnston, who was killed by the collision
of a United States Army plane with an East-
ern Alr Lines plane piloted by him at the
Thirty-sixth Street Afrport, at Miami, Fla.,
on September 22, 1942: Provided, That no
part of the amount appropriated in this act
in excess of 10 percent thereof shall be paid
or delivered to or received by any agent or
attorney on account of services rendered in
connection with this claim, and the same
shall be unlawful, any contract to the con-
trary notwithstanding. Any person viclating
the provisions of this act shall be deemed
gulilty of a misdemeanor and upon conviction
thereof shall be fined in any sum not ex-
ceeding $1,000.

With the following committee amend-
ment;

Page 1, line 6, strike out “$10,000" and
insert in lieu thereof “$5,000.”

The committee amendment was
agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read.the
third time, and passed, and a motion to
reconsider was laid on the table.

PAUL BARRERE

The Clerk called the next bill, H. R.
1084, for the relief of Paul Barrere.
There being no objection, the Clerk

read the bill, as follows:

. Be it enacted, etc.,, That the Secretary of
the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized
and directed to pay, out of any money in the
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to Paul
Barrere, New Orleans, La., the sum of 7,500,
in full settlement of all claims against the
United States on account of a personal in-
jury sustained on June 10, 1940, when he was
thrown out of a truck while an inmate of the
United States Public Health Hospital at Fort
Worth, Tex.: Provided, That no part of the
emount appropriated in this act in excess of
10 percent thereof shall be paid or delivered
to or received by any agent or attorney on

. account of services rendered in connection
with this claim, and the same shall be un-
lawful, any contract to the contrary notwith-
standing. Any person vioclating the provi-
sions of this act shall be deemed guilty of a
misdemeanor and upon conviction thereof
shall be fined in any sum not exceeding
£1,000.

With the following committee amend-
ment:

. Page 1, line 6, strike out “$7,600"” and insert
¥$1,500.”

The committee amendment was agreed
to.
" The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion to recon-

sider was laid on the fable.
CHARLES R. HOOPER

The Clerk called the next bill, H. R,
2075, for the relief of Charles R, Hocper.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacled, etc., That the Secretary of
the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized
and directed to pay, out of any money in
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to
Charles R, Hooper, of Washington, D. C,
the sum of $10,000, in full settlement of all
claims against the United States for personal
injuries sustalned by Charles R. Hooper
while employed in the United States Navy

Yard at Washington, D. C., In the year 1804:
Provided, That no part of the amount ap-
propriated in this act in excess of 10 percent
thereof shall be paid or delivered to or re-
ceived by any agent or attorney on account
of services rendered In connection with this
claim, and the seme shall be unlawful, any
contract to- the contrary notwithstanding.
Any person violating the provisions of this
act shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor
and upon conviction thereof shall be fined in
any sum not exceeding $1,000,

With the following committee amend-
ment:

Page 1, line 6, strike out “$10,000"” and in-
sert “$5,000,”

The committee amendment was agreed
to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion to recon-
sider was laid on the table.

ROBERTA RAMSEY

The Clerk called the next bill, H. R,
2236, for the relief of Roberta Ramsey.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Becretary of
the Treasury is authorized and directed to
pay, out of any money in the Treasury not
otherwise appropriated, to Roberta Ramsey,
De Funiak Springs, Fla.,, the sum of $82.40,
The payment of such sum shall be in full
settlement of all claims of the sald Roberta
Ramsey against the United States for dam=-
age to her automobile which was struck on
January 15, 1942, by a United States Army
truck while such automobile was parked in
an authorized parking space in De Funiak
Bprings, Fla.

With the following committee amend-
ment:

Page 1, line 8, strike out “here” and insert
her”,

Page 2, at the end of line 1, insert “Pro-
vided, That no part of the amount appro-
priated in this act in excess of 10 percent
thereof shall be paid or delivered to or re-
ceived by any agent or attorney on account
of services rendered in connection with this
claim, and the same shall be unlawful, any
contract to the contrary notwithstanding.
Any person violating the provisions of this
act shall be deemed gullty of a misdemeanor
and upon conviction thereof shall be fined
in any sum not exceeding $1,000.”

The committee amendments were
agreed to.

The hill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion to recon-
sider was laid on the table.

ETHEL PHILLIPS
The Clerk called the next bill, H. R.
2315, for the relief of Ethel Phillips.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacied, etc., That the Secretary of
the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized
and directed to pay, out of any money in the
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to
Ethel Phillips, of Elmira, N. Y., the sum of
$9040, In full satisfaction of her claim
against the United States for the cost of
repairing an automobile owned by her which
was damaged on January 18, 1943, when
struck by a United States Army truck: Pro-
vided, That no part of the amount appro-
priated in this act in excess of 10 percent
thereof shall be paid or delivered to or re-
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celved by any agent or agents, attorney or
attorneys, on account of services rendered
in connection with said claim., It shall be
unlawful for any agent or.agents, attorney
or attorneys, to exact, collect, withhold, or
receive any sum of the amount appropri-
ated in this act in excess of 10 percent
thereof on account of services rendered in
connection with said claim, any contract to
the contrary notwithstanding. Any person
violating the provisions of this act shall he
deemed gullty of a misdemeanor and upon
conviction thereof shall be fined In any sum
not exceeding $1,000.

With the following committee amend-
ments:

Page 1, line- 6, after “$90.40", insert “and
to pay the sum of $23.25 to Mary Hurley, of
Elmira, N. ¥.” .

Page 1, line 8, strike out "her claim" and
insert “their claims.”

Page 1, line 9, strike out “an automobile”
and ingert “automobiles.”

Page 1, line 10, strike out “her” and insert
“them”, and strike out “was” and insert

‘“were.”

The committee amendments were
agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third
time, and passeéd, and a motion to re-
consider was laid on the table.

The title was amended so as to read:
“A hill for the relief of Ethel Phillips and
Mary Hurley.”

MRS, PRISCILLA B. McCARTHY

The Clerk called the next bill, H. R.
2440, for the relief of Mrs. Priscilla B.
McCarthy.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the hill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary cf
the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized
and directed to pay, out of any money in the
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to Mrs.
Priscilla B. McCarthy, of Louisville, Ey., the
sum of $2,500, in full settlement of all claims
against the United States for personal in-
juries, resulting in permanent disfigurement,
sustained by her in an accident which oc-
curred when the automobile in which she
was riding was struck by a truck in the serv-
ice of the National Youth Administration,
driven by an employee of the National Youth
Administration, on cfficial Government busl-
ness, near Bloomfleld, Ky., on July 17, 1941:
Provided, That no part of the amount ap-
propriated in this aet in excess of 10 per-
cent thereof shall be paid or delivered to or
received by any agent or attorney on account
of services rendered in connection with this
claim, and the same shall be unlawful, any
contract to the contrary notwithstanding.
Any person violating the provisions of this
act shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor
and upon conviction thereof shall be fined in
any sum not exceeding $1,000.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion to recon-
sider was laid on the table.

MRS. C. W. SELBY

The Clerk called the next bill, H. R.
3029, for the relief of Mrs. C. W. Selby.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of
the Treasury is authorized and directed to
pay, out of any money In the Treasury not
otherwise appropriated, to Mrs. C. W. Selby,
Chester, Md., the sum of §30. Such sum
represents the loss sustained by the said Mis,
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C. W. Eelby, as the result of the cashing of a
money order for $30, which had been issued
to her, by a person having the same initlals
and last name and with the same address as
the person for whom the money order was
intended.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion to recon-
sider was laid on the table.

BOARD OF TRUSTEES, SUMMERVILLE
CONSOLIDATED SCHOOL  DISTRICT,
CHATTOOGA COUNTY, GA.

The Clerk called the next bill, H. R.
3062, for the relief of the Board of Trus-
tees, Summerville Consolidated School
District, Chattooga County, Ga.

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, a par-
liamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will
state it.

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I de-
sire to offer a motion to recommit this
bill to the Committee on Claims. Does
that have to be made before the bill is
considered or after?

The SPEAKER. The gentleman may
ask unanimous consent to do that now.

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that this bill be re-
committed to the Committee on Claims
for further consideration.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Indi-
ana [Mr, SPRINGER]?

There was no objection.

HAMP GOSSETT CASTLE ET AL.

The Clerk called the next bill, H. R.
3136, for the relief of Hamp Gossett
Castle, Lois Juanita Gimble, Margaret
Carrie Yarbrough, and Roy Martin
Lyons.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of
the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized
and directed to pay, out of any money in the
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to
Hamp Gossett Castle, of Mount Sylvan, Tex.,
the sum of $2,500; to Lois Juanita Gimble,
of Lindale, Tex., the sum of $2,000; to Marga-
ret Carrie Yarbrough, of Lindale, Tex., the
sum of #4,000; and to Roy Martin Lyons, of
Lindale, Tex., the sum of $5,000, in full settle=-
ment of all claims against the United States
for personal injuries, and hospital and medi-
cal expenses incident thereto, sustained when
the automobile in which they were riding was
struck by a United States Army truck about
8 miles east of Tyler, Tex., on the Tyler-
Kilgore Highway, on August 30, 1941: Pro-
vided, That no part of the amount appro-
priated in this act In excess of 10 percent
thereof shall be pald or delivered to or re-
ceived by any agent or attorney on account of
services rendered in connection with this
claim, and the same shall be unlawful, any
contract to the contrary notwithstanding.
Any person violating the provisions of this
act shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor
and upon conviction thereof shall be fined
in any sum not exceeding $1,000.

Mr. McGREGOR. Mr, Speaker, I offer
an amendment, which I send to the
Clerk’s desk.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendments offered by Mr. McGREGOR:

On page 1, line 6, strike out “$2,500" and

insert “&1,600.”
On page 1, line 17, strike out “$2,000" and
insert “$1,600."
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On page 1, line 9, strike out *“$4,000" and
insert *§2,000."

On page 1, line 10, strike out "$5,000" and
insert "'$2,500."

The amendments were agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion to re-
consider was laid on the table.

SAM SWAN AND AILY SWAN

The Clerk called the next bill, H. R.
1133, for the relief of Sam Swan and
Aily Swan.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the BSecretary
of the Treasury is authorized and directed
to pay, out of any money in the Treasury
not otherwise appropriated, to Sam Swan
and Aily Swan, of Willlamson, W. Va., the
sum of $3,600. The payment of such sum
shall be in full settlement of all claims of
the said Sam Swan and Aily Swan against
the United States on account of damsage to
their home, owned jointly by them, caused
by an explosion on October 13, 1941, in a
stone quarry where blasting operations were
being conducted by the Work Projects Ad-
ministration: Provided, That no part of the
amount appropriated in this act In excess
of 10 percent thereof shall be paid or
delivered to or recelved by any agent or at-
torney on account of services rendered in
connection with this claim, and the same
sghall be unlawful, any contract to the con-
trary notwithstanding. Any person violating
the provisions of this act shall be deemed
gullty of a misdemeanor and upon convie-
tion thereof shall be flned in any sum not
exceeding $1,000.

With the following committee amend-
ment:

Page 1, line 6, strike out “$3,600” and insert
lnw'm‘”

The committee
agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the
third time, and passed, and a motion
to reconsider was laid on the table.

ANNA CHARACK

The Clerk called the next bill, H. R.
2469, for the relief of Anna Charack.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of
the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized
and directed to pay, out of any money
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated,
to Anna Charack, the sum of $2,500, in full
settlement of all claims against the United
States for personal injuries sustained by her
on August 2, 1942, near Portland, Oreg., when
the car in which she was traveling was struck
by a United States Navy bus.

With the following committee amend-
ment:

On page 1, line 10, after the word “bus”
insert a colon and the following: “Provided,
That no part of the amount appropriated
in this act In excess of 10 percent thereof
shall be pald or delivered to or received
by any agent or attorney on account of serv-
jces rendered in connection with this claim,
and the same shall be unlawful, any contract
to the contrary notwithstanding. Any per-
son violating the provisions of this act shall
be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor and upon
conviction thereof shall be fined in any sum
not exceeding $1,000."
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The committee amendment was agreed
to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion to recon=
sider was laid on the table,

LEO GULLO

The Clerk called the next bill, H. R.
2999, for the relief of Leo Gullo.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of
the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized
and directed to pay, out of any money in
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to
Leo Gullo, route 1, box 204, Shreveport, La.,
the sum of $8,336.02, in full settlement of all
claims against the United States for property
destroyed and damaged when a United States
Army airplane (B-26 A No. 41-745) crashed
into his dwelling near Lucas, La., on August
26, 1942: Provided, That no part of the
amount appropriated in this act in excess
of 10 percent thereof shall be paid or deliv-
ered to or recelved by any agent or attorney

on account of services rendered in connec- °

tion with this claim, and the same shall be
unlawful, any contract to the contrary not=
withstanding. Any person violating the pro=
visions of this act shall be deemed guilty of
a misdemeanor and upon conviction thereof
shall be fined in any sum not exceeding §1,000,

With the following committee amend-
ment:

Page 1, line 6, strike out *“$8,336.02" and
insert “§7,302.”

The committee amendment was agreed
to. ‘
The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion to recon-
sider was laid on the table,

CLARA E, CLARK

The Clerk called the next bill, H. R.
3000, for the relief of Clara E. Clark.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of
the Treasury be, and he is hereby, author-
ized and directed to pay, out of any money
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated,
the sum of $5,000 to Clara E. Clark, of Adrian,
Mich., in compensation for injuries sustained
on January 22, 1943, in the city of Adrian,
Mich., on account of a fall in the Federal post=-
office building, at Adrian, Mich., caused by
the slippery and dangerous condition of the
floor in said post-office building on account
of water, snow, and other dangerous condi=
tions permitted therein: Provided, That no
part of the amount appropriated in this act
in excess of 10 percent thereof shall be
paid or delivered to or received by any agent
or attorney on account of services rendered
in connection with this claim, and the same
shall be unlawful, any contract to the con-
trary notwithstanding. Any person viclat-
ing the provisions of this act shall be deemed
guilty of a misdemeanor and upon convic-
tion thereof shall be fined in any sum not
exceeding 1,000,

With the following committee amend-
ment:

Page 1, line 5, strike out “$5,000” and in-
sert “$3,000."

The _committee

agreed fo,
The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third

amendment was
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time, and passed, and a motion to recon-
sider was laid on the table.

The SPEAKER. This completes the
call of the Private Calendar.

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

Mr, HEIDINGER., Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to extend my own
remarks in the Recorp and include
therein two resolutions adopted by the
Petroleum Industry War Council at a
meeting held in Chicago on the 9th day
of November 1943,

The SPEAEKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Illi-
nois?

There was no objection.

INCREASE IN CERTAIN MONTHLY RATES
OF COMPENSATION OR PENSION

Mr. DELANEY. Mr. Speaker, I call up
House Resolution 339 for immediate con-
sideration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

Resolved, That immediately upon the adop-
tion of this resolution it shall be in order to
move that the House resolve ltself into the
Committee of the Whole House on the siate
of the Union for the consideration of the bill
(H. R. 3356) to provide for an increase in the
monthly rates of compensation or pension
payable to disabled veterans for service-in-
curred disability and to widows and children
under Public Law 484, Seventy-third Con-
gress, June 28, 1934, as amended. That after
general debate, which shall be confined to
the bill and shall continue not to exceed 2
hours, to be equally divided and controlled
by the chairman and ranking minority mem-
ber of the Committee on World War Vet-
erans' Legislation, the bill shall be read for
amendment under the 5-minute rule. At
the conclusion of the reading of the bill for
amendment the Committee shall rise and re-
port the same to the House with such amend-
ments as may have been adopted and the pre-
vious question shall be considered as ordered
on the bill and amendments thereto to final
passage without intervening motion except
one motion to recommit,

Mr. DELANEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield
one-half hour to the gentleman from
New York [Mr. Fisal.

Mr. Speaker, yesterday the chairman
of the Committee on World War Vet-
erans’ Legislation appeared before the
Committee on Rules with the ranking
minority member, the gentlewoman from
Massachusetts [Mrs. Rocers], and asked
for a rule in regard to this measure. I
doubt that there is much controversy
about the rule, and I have no request for
time on this side of the aisle.

This bill provides for increasing the
service-connected disability rates of
compensation or pensions payable to vet-
erans of World War No. 1 and World
War No. 2 and to veterans entitled to
wartime rates based on service on or after
September 16, 1940, for service-connected
disabilities, and for increasing the rates
for widows and children under Public
Law 484, Secventy-third Congress, as
amended, and including widows and chil-
drin of World War No, 2 veterans for
benefits under the latter act.

I ask that the gentleman from New
York [Mr. Fisu] use his time now.

Mr. FISH. Mr. Speaker, I yiéld myself
10 minutes and ask unanimous consent
to proceed out of order for 5 minutes.
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The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from New
York? .

There was no objection.

Mr.FISH. Mr.Speaker, this bill comes
from the Committee on World War Vet-
erans’ Legislation with a unanimous re-
port. The chairman of that committee
the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr.
Rankin] appeared before the Committee
on Rules yesterday, which voted unani-
mously to grant a rule to bring up the
bill today. All the bill does is increase
the compensation oi disabled veterans
and their widows by 15 percent, due to
the increase in the cost of living. It is
only doing the fair thing for disabled war
veterans and their dependents. The hill
is short and contains the exact amount
of the increase, in case any Member de-
sires to study it. It has been endorsed
by the American Legion, Veterans of
Foreign Wars, and other veteran organ-
izations. 1

FARM SUBSIDIES AND BUREAUCRATIC
REGIMENTATION

Mr. Speaker, I have asked for a short
time to speak out of order because I shall
not be here next Thursday when the rule
will come up on the subsidy bill. I would
very much like to discuss the subsidy bill
under the rule, but I will be unavoidably
absent from the Congress on that day, so
I propose to make a few comments at the
present time, expressing my views in op-
position to farm subsidies or doles.

Representative Joun W. McCorMACK,
Democratic floor leader, was quoted re-
cently in the public press as follows:

A practical solution of the food-subsidy is-
sue would be to take it to the polls next
November and let the Nation decide it.

The farmers in New York State de-
cided that issue on election day 2 weeks
ago.

Apparently the White House, the
“palace guard”—including the crackpot
radicals, who are determined to regi-
ment and socialize industry and aegri-
culture, under the camouflage of win-
ning the war—have not heard of the
election returns from the farm distriets
of up-State New York and Kentucky.
The National Grange, the American
Farm Bureau Federation, and the Dairy-
men’s League, as well as practically all
farm organizations, are united in op-
posing Government food subsidies, po-
litical hand-outs, or bribes. The Amer-
ican farmers do not want cockeyed
bureaucrats and collectivists regiment-
ing their daily lives and controlling their
liberties and personal acts. The farmers
in up-State New York rolled up a Re-
publican majority of 650,000 votes, which
is unprecedented during the past 20
years.

The dairymen, the poultrymen, the
apple growers and onion and vege-
table producers in my congressional dis-
trict are in a state of political rebellion
against the stupidity and blunders of the
Office of Price Administration, particu-
larly the O. P. A, ceiling price of $1.07
a bushel on corn, and against the pro-
posed food subsidies and price roll-backs.
There is already a critical shortage of
feed for poultry and dairy cows in the
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East due to the bungling of the O. P. A.
and New Deal bureaucratic agencies.
The farmers are tired of being kicked
around and do not want to be liquidated
or socialized by New Deal bureaucrats
and radical crackpots. They regard the
milk subsidies as bread-line payments
and resent the stigma attached to it and
believe that the subsidies ,if any, should
go to the consumers, who are the only
beneficiaries.

The New Deal claims that the wage
earners and consumers have so much
money that they are fearful of inflation,
yet profess that it will be a serious hard-
ship for them to pay 1 cent more for
a quart of milk, The consumer would
far rather pay 1 cent more for a quart of
milk than find their families without any
milk due to a serious shortage, which is
rapidly developing, as a result of O. P. A.
blunders and regimentation. A contin-
uation of the New Deal economic farm
fallacies will endanger the health of
40,000,000 people living in 13 Northeast-
ern States by seriously reducing the pro-
duction of milk and eggs. The handling
of the farm problem has been the great-
est blunder and most colossal failure of
all New Deal experiments as a result
of which eastern farmers will have to
lessen production or go out of business,

Subsidies inevitably mean more taxes,
more debts, and more bureaucrats. Ev-
ery farmer knows that the subsidy pay-
ments must come from tax dollars and
out of the pockets of the American peo-
ple, wage earners and consumers, includ-
ing the farmers themselves or by fur-
ther borrowing which would be an infla-
tionary measure. Any subsidy paid by
the Federal Government is and must be
inflationary. I represent one of the
greatest dairy districts in America, in-
cluding Delaware County, but the po-
litical revolt extends beyond the dairy-
men to the poultry and egg producers
and vegetable and fruit growers, and to
all farmers.

A few weeks ago, on election day, the
farmers made known their views in no
uncertain terms, and if the same condi-
tions continue until November 1944 the
farm vote will be unanimous against
New Deal regimentation, subsidies, and
socialization.

Mr. Speaker, what the farmers resent
above all is governmental regimentation,
and further control by bureaucratic
agencies here in Washington interfering
with their daily lives and personal liber-
ties. That was the issue in the recent
election, not only on the farms but
among the small businessmen, the small
professional men, the home owners, and
the entire middle class. It did not make
a bit of difference whether they were
Republicans or Democrats. In my as-
sembly district in Orange County only
one Democratic supervisor was elected,
and he was elected on the Republican
ticket. It was a clean anti-New Deal
sweep, because voters, whether they were
Republicans or Democrats, resented
bureaucratic regimentation and dictator-
ship from Washington. They did not
want to be liquidated by arrogant, radi-
cal, or communistic New Deal bureau-
crats, so they decided, regardless of party
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affiliation, to vote the straight Republi-
can ticket from Lieutenant Governor
right down through to the lowest office.
The net result was that in up-State New
York there was a 650,000 Republican
majority, something unheard of in recent
years. Local and county Democratic
candidates were wiped out by an ava-
lanche of votes cast by an aroused elec-
torate who resented the socialistic, bu-
reaucratic regimentation from Washing-
ton, not the farmers alone but the home
owners, the small professional men, small
businessmen, and storekeepers. They
combined, regardless of politics, to oust
and liquidate New Dealers before they
were liquidated themselves.

Farmers are vigorously opposed to
further regimentation by way of sub-
sidies or political handouts, but so are
most American taxpayers. Once the
camel gets his nose under the tent and
inhales the fragrance of subsidies it
would cost the taxpayers several billion
dollars a year.

I hope the Members of the Congress,
regardless of party, will meet the issue
fairly, head-on, without evasion, and
vote the subsidies down, and not com-
promise in any way, as there is no
basis for compromise. Either you are
for subsidies or you are against them.
Either you are for these farm subsidies,
gratuities, and political bribes or you are
not. That is a clear-cut issue. I hope
it will be met squarely on that issue,
whether you want more governmental
and bureaucratic regimentation through
subsidies or whether you want to put a
stop to further regimentation, subsidies,
and bureaucratic control. The issue
does not affect farmers alone, it affects
all the American people.

The SPEAKER. The question is on
agreeing to the resolution.

The resolution was agreed to.

Mr. RANKIN. Mr, Speaker, I move
that the House resolve itself into the
Committee of the Whole House on the
state of the Union for the consideration
of the bill (H. R. 3356) to provide for an
increase in the monthly rates of compen-
sation or pension payable to disabled
veterans for service incurred disability
and to widows and children under Pub-
lic Law 484, Seventy-third Congress,
June 28, 1934, as amended.

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly the House resolved itself
into the Committee of the Whole House
on the state of the Union for the con-
sideration of the bill H. R. 3356, with
Mr., Tromas of Texas in the chair.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The first reading of the bill was dis-
pensed with.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman
from Mississippi [Mr. RaNkIN] is recog-
nized for 1 hour, and, under the rule, the
gentlewoman from Massachusetts. [Mrs.
RoceRs] is recognized for 1 hour.

Mr. RANKIN. Mr, Chairman, I ask
unanimous consent that the bill may be
inserted in the Recorp at this point.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Be it enacted, etc. That the monthly rates

of compensation or pension payable to vet-
erans of World War No. 1 and World War No.
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2, Including veterans entitled to wartime
rates under Public, 359, Beventy-seventh
Congress, December 19, 1841, for service on
or after September 16, 1940, for service-in-
curred disability, not including the special
awards and allowances fixed by law, which
are payable under any laws or regulations
administered by the Veterans’' Administra-
tion are hereby increased by 15 percent.
SEec. 2. That the monthly rates of compen=
sation payable to widows and children un-
der authority of Public Law No. 484,
Seventy-third Congress, June 28, 1934, as
amended, shall be as follows: Widow but no
child, $35; widow and one child, 45 (with
$5 for each additional child); no widow but
one child, $18; no widow but two children
$27 (equally divided); no widow but three
children $36 (equally divided) with 4 for
each additional child (the total amount to
be equally divided),
£Eec. 8. The increases provided by this act
shall be effective from the first day of the
first month following the passage of this act.
Bec. 4. The benefits of Public Law No.
484, Seventy-third Congress, June 28, 1943,
as amended, are hereby extended to widows
and children of persons who served
during the period of the present war, as de-
fined in existing law, subject to the admin-
istrative, definitive, and regulatory provisions
of Public, No. 484, as amended: Provided,
That the definition of “widow" shall be that
contained in section 6 of Public Law No. 144,
Beventy-eighth Congress, July 13, 1943.
Amend the title so as to read: “A bill to
increase the service-connected disability
rates of compensation or pension payable to
veterans of World War No. 1 and World War
No. 2 and veterans entitled to wartime rates
based on service on or after September 16,
1940, for service-connected disabilitles, and
to increase the rates for widows and children
under Public Law 484, Seventy-third Con-
gress, as amended, and to include widows
and children of World War No. 2 veterans for
benefits under the latter act.”

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Chairman, I yield
myself 15 minutes.

This measure provides for a 15-percent
increase for the service-connected dis-
abled veterans of the World War, The
measure also provides an increase in the
rate of compensation for the widows and
orphans of veterans of the World War,
that is, the veterans who had service-
connected disabilities.

. I know it will be contended that these

increases should not be allowed at this
time when we are straining every effort
to raise funds for war purposes, but I
cannot forget that these veterans and
their dependents are war victims, vie-
tims of World War No. 1 and of World
War No. 2.

We are not doing any more for them
than we did for the Federal employees.
We are not doing any more for them
than has been done for the coal miners
and the people employed on war projects
throughout the country. The truth is
that this increase does not absorb the
increase in the cost of living. The cost
of living has gone up on an average of
26 percent. Therefore I submit that
raising this compensation 15 percent on
an average is not a raid on the Treasury,
especially at this time, when these dis-
abled men are unable to secure employ-
ment.

Mr., LUDLOW, Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. RANKIN, Yes.
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Mr. LUDLOW. While expressing gen-
eral sympathy for the measure, I ask
the gentleman by what yardstick the 15
percent was arrived at. .

Mr. RANKIN. That question was
threshed out by the veterans’ organiza-
tions. We held this measure back for
almost a year. Representatives of the
recognized veterans' organizations—the
American Legion, the Veterans of For-
eizn Wars, the Disabled American Vet-
erans, and the Order of the Purple
Heart—came before the committee and
urged its passage. ‘Therefore, we
have reported it to the House for
your consideration. It will be followed
by another measure in a day or two,
providing for increased compensation
for the non-service-connected totally
disabled veterans of the World War
No. 1 and World War No. 2. Yes-
terday, Monday, the question was
raised about this additional compen-
sation for these totally and perma-
nently disabled veterans, and I found
that Members of the House were as-
tonished to know how the years have
passed since World War No. 1. There
are today 59,982 veterans of World War
No. 1 between the ages of 60 and 64
years; between the ages of 65 and T4
years, inclusive, there are 32,157; above
the age of 75, there are 33,381 veterans
of World War No. 1. I give you these
figures in order to answer those state-
ments, in the Recorp a day or two ago,
with reference to the other bill, a com-
panion bill to this one, which I under-
stand the Committee on Rules has re-
ported and will be taken up tomorrow.

A question will probably be raised as
to the cost of this measure. At the
very outset the cost is estimated to be,
the ultimate limit, $24,773,000 a year. I
know that is a considerable sum of"-
money, although it sounds infinitesimal
when we come to talk of the billions we
are spending for other purposes.

There are a great many of these dis-
abled men and a great many of these de-
pendents who are unable to make a living
at any kind of employment, who are de-
pendent upon this compensation for their
very existence. For that reason we have
reported this bill out of the Committee
on World War Veterans’ Legislation
unanimously in order not only to take
care of this situation now, but to let our
men who are in the service on every bat-
tle front in the world know that when
they come back home disabled they are
not going to have to seek the shelter of a
jail or a poorhouse to find a place to
sleep, and that their dependents will not
be compelled to beg their bread from
door to door.

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. RANKIN. Yes; I yield.

Mr. SPRINGER. I wish to compli-
ment the gentleman on the fine service
that he has rendered to the veterans of
the World War No. 1, and also which he
is now rendering to the veterans of World
War No. 2. Quite recently increases were
granted to civilian employees of the Fed-
eral Government, and many of those re-
ceiving those increases are able-bodied
and strong; they are stalwart citizens,
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while the veterans of World War No. 1 in
many instances are greatly disabled.
This same situation will soon be greatly
augmented with respect to those who
serve in World War No. 2. The casualty
lists are growing daily.

Some of our comrades have not had
any good jobs since they returned from
World War No. 1, and they are left in
8 frightful situation.

Mr. RANKIN. And because of their
disabilities they could not get employ-
ment in those war industries.

Mr. SPRINGER. That is true. I
want to say to the gentleman, in order
to get into these war industries and to
get into the factories, practically all of
those veterans are required to submit
to a strict medical examination before
they are taken into that employment,

-and these veterans who are suffering dis-

abilities by reason of service in World
War No. 1 have been unable to secure
employment by reason of that fact. I
wish to compliment the gentleman for
the fine service he has rendered fo our
veterans. It is my hope this measure
will be passed by a unanimous vote of
the House.

Mr. RANKIN. I thank the distin-
guished gentleman from Indiana for his
kind remarks. I want to say to the
House that this is one committee in
which there has been no politics. We
have not played politics with human
misery; we have not played politics with
the disabled veterans; we have not
played politics with the welfare of their
dependents. But we have tried to do
the very best we could for them, bearing
in mind our obligations to the American
people and our duty to the Federal
Treasury.

Mr. STEFAN. Will the gentleman
yield?

Mr, RANKIN. I yield to the gentle-
man from Nebraska,

Mr. STEFAN. I want to voice the
sentiment of my colleague from Indiana
[Mr. SpriNGER] when he referred to the
gentleman from  Mississippi. [Mr.
RaNkIN] as a great friend of the vet-
erans. I think the gentleman from Mis-
sissippi has done more for the welfare
of veterans and their dependents than
any other man that I know of.

In referring to the probable cost en-
tailed in this bill, the gentleman indicated
it would be something like $24,700,000.
The gentleman from Indiana referred to
increases for civilian Federal employees,
and I understand that amounted to some-
thing like $500,000,000 a year, did it not?

Mr, RANKIN. I am not sure as to
those figures ;

Mr. STEFAN. I am told it is more
than $600,000,000.

Mr. RANKIN., More than $600,000,000
8 year.

Mr. STEFAN. I do not think we are
doing anything but what. is absolutely
just for veterans and their dependents
in this bill. Can the gentleman tell me
how this will affect a widow of an officer
who died during. World War No. 1? As

* I understand, she is receiving a fixed
amount of $25 a month now, is she not?
Would she be benefited by this bill?

Mr. RANKIN. Yes: her compensation

would be raised to $35 a month. If she

has one child it will be raised to $45, with
$5 for each additional child. And where
there is no widow but one child, it will
be $18 a month; no widow, with two chil-
dren, it will be $27 a month equally di-
vided; no widow, with three children, it
will be $36 a month equally divided, with
$4 for each additional child, the total
amount to be equally divided.

Mr. STEFAN. Will the gentleman yield
again?

Mr. RANKIN, Yes.

Mr. STEFAN. How will this affect the
dependents of Spanish-American War
veterans?

Mr. RANKIN. This does not touch
Spanish-American War veterans. That
is handled by the Pensions Committee.

Mr, STEFAN. I understand there is
a bill, however, to give them some relief.

Mr. RANKIN, I understand there is
a bhill which has been reported out by
that committee that gives them a simi-
lar increase, or probably more.

Mr. STEFAN. I thank you.

Mr. WRIGHT. Will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. RANKIN. Iyield tothe gentleman
from Pennsylvania.

Mr. WRIGHT. I, too, wish to com-
mend the gentleman from Mississippi
not only for his work in connection with
this bill but for his work generally in
connection with legislation for the ben-
efit of veterans. I want to ask the gen-
tileman if he does not think, and I am
sure that he does, that he voices the sen-
timents of this House and also of the
country in general, that after this war
we are not going to repeat the negligent
treatment we accorded to soldiers after
the last war, and that we are deter=-
mined we are going to recognize the
service they have given to their country.

Mr. RANKIN. Let me say in reply to
the gentleman from Pennsylvania that
after the last war it was agreed that the

. gervicemen should have been paid $60 a

month to give them something like par-
ity with pay received by men employed
in every other vocation in America dur-
ing that war. After the war we under-
took to adjust that compensation. Ene-
mies of that legislation called it a
“bonus.” It never was a bonus. We were
merely adjusting that compensation. It
took 17 years of bitter struggle to finally
get that adjusted-compensation paid.
The veterans took so much abuse that it
hurt them in many ways, especially po-
litically. For instance, the average
State in this Union has never even elected
a veteran of World War No. 1 as its chief
eXecutive, and it is the only war through
which America ever passed that we went
25 years without electing anyone who
was in service during that war as Presi-
dent of the United States.

So when the soldiers’ pay bill came be-
fore the House a year ago I had served
notice 6§ months in advance that I was
going to try to take care of the soldiers’
ray while the war was going on and that
I proposed to raise that base pay to $50
a month.

When the bill came before the House
I offered that amendment and secured its
passage, raising the base pay to $50 a
month. We called the roll and it was
carried by more than 10 to 1.
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The CHATRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from  Mississippi [Mr.

. Ranxin] has expired,

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Chairman, I yield
myself 10 additional minutes.

The bill went to conference and they
knocked my amendment out. They
came back and said, “You will have to
take the small amount of raise provided,
or vote down any raise at all.” I happen
to know the rules of the House. I knew
that a motion to recommit would take
precedence over any other motion. So I
offered a motion to recommit, instructing
the House conferees to stand by that $50
amendment. That motion carried by 332
to 31, a little more than 10 to 1. 'Then
the conferees raised it to $46. They were
still going to chisel the servicemen. out
of $4 a month. But, when they did, the
bill first had to go back to the Senate
where it came from. I went over there
and talked it over with Senator La For-
LETTE and he agreed fo offer the same
motion there. The motion carried in
the Senate, to instruct the Senate con-
ferees to agree to that amendment. The
vote was 58 to 20.

So in that way we raised the base pay
to $50 a month and adjusted, to that ex-
tent, the pay of the men in the service in
this country, which should have bheen
done in the First World War.

When this war is over it is my hope to
give those men full pay for 6 months, or
9 months, or even 1 year after the war is
over while they are settling back into
their usual vocations, in order that we
may not have to go through with that
adjusted-compensation fight for another
15 or 20 years after this war closes.

We have had every kind of bill before
our committee, and we have now, for
increased pay for these disabled veterans
and their dependents, but after going
over it thoroughly with the veterans’ or-
ganizations the committee decided that
this bill would be as far as we would be
Jjustified in going at this time.

Mr. BREHM. Will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. RANKIN. I yield to the gentle-
man from Ohio.

Mr. BREHM. The gentleman has
practically answered my question in the
last sentence of his remarks. This bill
only applies where service connection is
shown?

Mr. RANKIN, That is right.

Mr. BREHM. Could it be possible to
amend this bill to include total perma-
nently disabled veterans which are not
service connected?

Mr. RANKIN. That is provided for in
H. R. 3377. It has already been reported
by the World War Veterans’ Legislation
Committee, and a rule has been granted
by the Rules Committee.
thn’?' BREHM. So that takes care of

at.

Mr. RANKIN. Yes.

Mr. COLE of New York. Mr. Chair-
man, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. RANKIN. I yield to the gentle-
man from New York.

Mr. COLE of New York. Is this bill
predicated upon any other consideration
than the increased cost of living that is
current in the countyy today?
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Mr, RANKIN. A great many Mem-
bers have felt for some time that these
dependents of the service-connected de-
ceased veterans were not adequately
cared for.

Mr. COLE of New York. Even under
normal conditions?

Mr. RANKIN. Even under normal
conditions.

Mr. COLE of New York. So then, the
Justification for this bill is not limited
solely to the increased cost of living?

Mr. RANKIN. No, not solely.

Mr, COLE of New York. That is the
reason why the committee did not make
the provisions of this bill temporary in
their character, to last only during the
war or for a short time thereafter, but
made it permanent?

Mr. RANKIN. That is correct, Of
course, Congress can change the law at
any time.

Let me say to the Members of this
Congress that I am grateful for what
the Members on both sides have said
about my being a friend of the veterans.
Every Member of this Congress is a
friend of the veterans of all wars. There
are no enemies of veterans in Congress.
No matter what party they represent, no
matter what State they are from, they
are all friends of the veterans. It is a
question as to what is the best thing to
do, and what we can do in order to meet
the situation.

Now, on this question of the increased
cost of living, some people are afraid
that this will cause inflation. Now, do
not get excited on the radio, or in the
press, or on the floor of the House; in-
flation is already here. If any of you
have a doubt about it I will cite you the
record. Prices are governed in a free
economy by the volume of the Nation’s
currency multiplied by the velocity of its
circulation,

In 1917, we had in circulation $40.23
per capita. In 1920, at the very peak of
high prices, we had $53.21 per capita in
circulation; on the 31st day of Septem-
ber of this year, 1943, we had $137.58 per
capita in circulation, or more than three
times what we had in 1917 and consider-
ably more than twice what we had in
1920.

Oh, some may say that the population
has increased. That is true. Had it
stood still the per capita circulation
wotuld have been a great deal more. But
let us read the figures as to what we had
in circulation. Back in 1917, we had
$4,172,945,914 in circulation; in 1920 we
had $5,698,214,612 in circulation; today
we have $18,844,446,730 in circulation; in

other words, we have gone from $4,172,--

000,000 in 1917, to $5,698,000,000 in 1920,
and to $18,844,000,000 at the present time,
So this rise in the cost of living is simply
an economic response to the volume of
the currency in circulation multiplied by
the rapidity of that circulation.

Let me say to the gentleman from New
York [Mr. Core] that it will be just about
as impossible to deflate this currency
back to what it was even before this war
started and reduce commodity prices
back to those levels as it would be, to use
a Biblical expression, to “bind the sweet
influence of Pleiades or lcose the bands
of Orion.”
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‘You never could pay the national debt,
you could not bay interest on it if you
reduced the currency back to what it was
before this war began.

So these veterans moving along with
the natural tide of events are being vic-
timized because the small amounts of
their fixed incomes, and for that reason
I and the other members of the com-
mittee acceded to the wishes of the vet-
erans’ organizations and brought this bill
to the floor of the House. I trust it will
be passed without opposition.

Mr. ABERNETHY. Mr. Chairman,
will the gentleman yield?

Mr, RANKIN, I yield.

Mr. ABERNETHY. Will the gentle-
man point out the discrimination which
has been practiced against the employ-
ment of disabled veterans in view of the
unemployment compensation laws of the
country?

Mr. RANKIN. Yes; where those laws
are in existence a man is required to
stand an examination, and in a great
many cases they are turned down be-
cause they have some disability.

Mr. ABERNETHY. And they are re-
fused employment because it increases
the insurance premiums necessary to be
carried by the employers.

Mr. RANKIN. Yes; that is the case
all over the country. The distinguished
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. COCHRAN]
called that very foreibly to my attention
the other day with reference to cases in
Missouri and other States. These men,
because of physical disabilities, are not
only unable to get employment in the
various munition plants and other war
activities, but as the gentleman from
Mississippi [Mr. ABErNETHY] has said, in
those States where they have compensa-
tion insurance laws or employer liability
laws they turn these men down because
:.hey cannot stand the physical examina-

ion.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from Mississippi has expired.

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr.
Chairman, I yield myself 10 minutes.

The CHAIRMAN, The gentlewoman
from Massachusetts is recognized for 10
minutes.

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr.
Chairman, I should like to add to the
gentleman’s statement regarding the em-
ployability of veterans or rather their not
employing them under civil service: The
Civil Service Commission gives a veteran
preference disability rating and then be-
cause he is disabled they will not employ
him. So the veteran is penalized there
because he has a disability. It is a very
unjust situation,

Mr. Chairman, the veterans' laws we
have passed during the years since the
World War are complicated: it has
been a piecemeal business, Veterans
can apply sometimes under one law,
sometimes under another, and secure
more compensation under one law than
under another. I hope some time we
shall have legislation that will clarify
this situation so it will be simpler for
the veterans., Rating schedules should
be improved and increased. I am very
much troubled as I go through the hos-
pitals today to find that many of the
veterans do not know their rights regard-
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ing compensation. I trust that the Vet-
erans’ Administration will insist upon
representatives going through the hos-
pitals, seeing the men at their beds, tell-
ing them their rights to compensation
and insurance., I do not believe there
is a human being in the country today
that does not want the veterans of this
war and all our wars adequately cared
for. There is not a home that will not
be touched in some way by this war—I
hope lightly; I hope the veteran soldier
of that home will not be injured, dis-
abled, or lose his life—but every family
will be touched in some way. It is only
Just that this Congress seek means to
take care of them. It is our privilege
and our sacred trust. Fighting in this
war is the most horrible that has ever
been known. There have been many
cases of very weakening disease. Take
malaria that is so prevalent in the South
Pacific. It is very difficult sometimes to
prove service connection in such cases.
Take the enormous number of nervous
cases that will come out of this war, In
many instances it is going to be very
difficult for them and their widows to
prove that they have any service connec=
tion at all.

I want to give you some of the rates,
in fact, all of them, because I shall ask
unanimous consent to put them in the
Recorp, that will be granted in increases
to the veterans and their dependents.

Section 1 provides that the monthly
amount of compensation or pension pay=-
able to veterans of World War No. 1 and
World War No. 2, including veterans en-
titled to wartime rates under Public, 359,
Seventy-seventh Congress, for service on
or after September 16, 1940, for service-
incurred disability, not including the
special awards and allowances fixed by
law, shall be increased by 15 percent. I
have been asked the number that will be
affected under this section. It is esti-
mated this section will provide increases

‘to approximately 329,100 veterans the

first year at an additional cost of $22,-

247,000. No one in the country will be-

grudge that payment, I am sure.

On July 13, 1943, the Congress granted
the following increases to the widows
where the veterans died of a service-con-
nected disability:

Increase service-connected disability com-
pensation, Public, 144, 78th Cong. July
13, 1943

Widow, but no child

Widow with 1 child (with $13 for each
additional child) (subject to appor-

850

tlonment regulations).eeeeeaccmeeaa. 65
No widow, but 1 ehild__________________ 25
No widow, but 2 children (equally di-

vided) (with 810 for each additional

child, total amount to be equally

b D G A S S R R R 38

Section 2 provides increases in month-
ly rates of compensation payable under
Public Law numbered 484, as amended.
It would increase the widow's rate from
$30 to $35, and the widow with one child,
additional amount for the child to be
increased from $8 to $10 per month., Ad-
ditional children would be increased
from $4 to $5 per month. No widow,
but one child, would be increased from
$15 to $18 per month, No widow hut
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two children increased from $22—
equally divided—to $2T7—equally di-
vided—per month. No widow, but three
children, increased from $30—equally
divided—to $36—equally divided—per
month, and the amount for additional
children would be increased from $3 to
$4 for each additional child, the total
amount to be equally divided.

I will give you now the number and the
cost. It is estimated that widows and
children of approximately 33,500 de-
ceased veterans would be entitled to the
increased rates the first year at a total
cost of $2,526.000.

I may say that under this law depend-
ency must be proved. If the widow’s
income exceeds $1,000 she does not get
it and the child does not get it. In the
case of a widow with a child or children
whose income exceeds $2,500 she will not
receive anything. There is a limitation
there that at times may prove a difficult
one, but it is there to keep the cost down.

Section 3 provides the increases au-
thorized by this bill shall be effective
from the first day of the first month
following the passage of this act.

Section 4 of the amended bill would
extend the benefits of Public Law No.
484, as amended, to widows and children
of persons who served during the period
of the present war where death is not
service connected but at time of death
the veteran had a service-connected dis-
ability. Because the rate of deaths from
other than service-connected disabilities
would probably be small for veterans of
this war who have been discharged from
service, and because in many of the cases
that could otherwise qualify, the veteran
does not leave an eligible beneficiary, it
is thought the cost of this section would
be small the first year. Therefore, no
estimate for the first year is submitted;
however, there would be a materially in-
creasing cost dependent upon the num-
ber of service-connected disabilities of
this war,

The total estimated cost of this bill
the first year will be approximately $24,-
773,000.

When we think of the huge amounts
that are being paid to so many different
groups, this amount of money seems a
mere bagatelle, However, it will bring a
certain amount of comfort to the vet-
erans and to their families. We are fac-
ing this very day unemployment in our
own counfry in certain areas. The mu-
nition factories are closing down. I un-
derstand 45,000 in one war industry alone
will go out within the next month. We
are going to have a very great rehabilita-
tion problem and reemployment problem
to face. That makes this bill, in my
opinion, even more necessary.

Mr. SPRINGER. Will the gentle-
woman yield? *

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts, I
yield to the gentleman from Indiana.

Mr., SPRINGER. I want to congratu-
late the gentle lady upon the fine state-
ment she has made and also to make this
further observation. An increase was
granted not so long ago by this House
to the civilian Federal employees, and
the aggregate amount of that increase
was something over $500,000,000 an-
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nually. Many of those people are able-
bodied citizens capable df working in any
capacity. But the veterans of World
War No. 1 have had trouble in securing
employment by reason of their disahili-
ties. In many of the plants doctors con-
duct a very rigid physical examination
before they are able to secure employ-
ment, and many of those who came from
World War No. 1 have been unable to
secure any employment in the factories
and plants throughout this country by
reason of the disabilities they suffered.
I think this legislation will be very help-
ful in that respect, and it will be helpful
also to widows and the children of those
veterans. I hope this measure will pass
without a dissenting vote.

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts.
That is absolutely true. Thursday, I saw
a man at the Army hospital at Atlantic
City from England, who had not been
home in 2 years. He was wounded in
Sicily. Naturally, he wants a transfer
nearer home. As you all know, the read-
justment after this terrible experience
back into civilian life is something that
has to be taken into consideration. I
remember when reporting to President
Calvin Coolidge regarding care of the
veterans he always said to me: “I sup-
pose none of us knows the strain that
the veterans undergo during war.” This
is a much longer war.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentlewoman from Massachusetts has
expired.

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr.
Chairman, I yield myself 1 additional
minute.

Mr. RAMSPECK. Will the gentle-
woman yield?

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. I
yield to the gentleman from Georgia.

Mr. RAMSPECK. I do not want to let
the remark of the gentleman from In-
diana pass, because he said the Federal
employees had received an increase in
pay. In regard to all of them except
postal employees, they received no in-
crease except for increased hours.

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts.
That is true, but it means more money
coming into their pockets, and it means
a great deal in a very difficult time so
far as food and various other things are
concerned.

Mr. GREEN. Will the gentlewoman
yield?

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts.
I yield to the gentleman from Florida.

Mr. GREEN. Does this bill apply or
have any provision for non-service-con-
nected cases?

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts.
It does for the widows and children of
veterans who have a non-service-con-
nected disability but who do not die of
it, but not for the men, There is in an-
other bill that will come up later on.

Mr. GREEN. The widows and chil-
dren of the non-service-connected vet-
erans will participate?

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts.
That schedule is in here, and I will put
it in the RECORD.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentlewoman from Massachusetts has
expired.
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Mr. RANKIN, Mr. Chairman, I yield
5 minutes to the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania [Mr. I'UrLONG].

Mr. FURLONG. Mr. Chairman, we
were in a world crisis in 1917-13. We
now are in the greatest crisis this Nation
and the world has ever known.

The United States Government taught
our young men and women the art of
killing, how to wage war successfully,
through the necessity of self-preserva-
tion for the democratic form of govern-
ment.

Inasmuch as our armed forces led us
out of chaos in the last war, they will
lead us out in this war.

This Nation now has an honorable
obligation to the men and women who
offered their flesh, blood, and life, and to
their widows and children, so that the
Star-Spangled Banner shall ever wave
“o’er the land of the free and the home
of the brave,” and so that light, liberty,
and justice shall endure throughout the
world.

Part of the obligation we owe World
War No. 1 veterans and World War No. 2
veterans is that we pass this bill (H. R.
3356), so I humbly plead with you to
remember and repay, by voting “yea.”

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Chairman, I yield
5 minutes to the gentleman from New
York [Mr. Fav].

Mr. FAY. Mr. Chairman, one of the
Members was speaking a few moments
ago about the employment of veterans
who have been disabled in the war. You
recall that during the Sesventy-sixth
Congress, in which I served, a man who
had lost his leg and was a member of
the World War Ampo organization in
New York could not find employment in
the Government Printing Office because
of his disability., We tried, but they felt
that the man was not suitable for em-
ployment there. I said at that time that
if a man was not suitable for employ-
ment in the Government service, in his
country’s service, certainly private in-
dustry could say with equal face that he
was not entitled to consideration by
them.

This is a good bill, to increase the com-
pensation by 15 percent. My associa-
tions and contacts with the veterans’
organizations have, of course, been to a
great extent with the disabled veterans.
They have been unable to find employ-
ment in the new industries because they
have been unable to perform the kind
of work that goes with the skilled work
in war industry. They must, of course,
remain on their present white-collar
jobs, or whatever they may be doing, at
the same rate of pay they were receiv-
ing before the war. The cost of living
has hit them tremendously. Iknow that
if we pass this 15-percent increase it will
be a well-deserved tribute to our dis-
abled men of America.

I spent the summer of this year as a
patient at Halloran General Hospital,
where our wounded soldiers from over-
seas are being treated. They will be
happy to know that we in Congress are
going all out for our disabled veterans.
They will be happy to know that Con-
gress is united in action by all our Mem-
bers to do the right thing by the men
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who have suffered and bled that our
Nation might live,

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Chairman, I yield
myself 2 minutes for the purpose of an-
swering a question the gentleman from
" Georgia [Mr, Ramspeck] wishes to ask.

Mr. RAMSPECK. The dquestion I
wish to ask is whether or not the gentle-
man thinks the passage of this bill would
create a precedent for the increase of
payments to annuitants under the Fed-
eral civil-service retirement law or the
social-security law or the Railroad Re-
tirement Act?

Mr. RANKIN. I do not think so, for
the reason that those retirement bene-
fits are in the form of insurance benefits
for which the beneficiaries paid when
they were in the employment of the Gov-
ernment or the enterprises for which
they worked. Therefore, they are re-
ceiving just what their contracts call for.
This is a different proposition.. These
are victims, you might say, of the wars
through which we have passed and in
which these disabled men and the hus-
bands and fathers of these dependents
fought. We owe them an obligation to
see that they are properly cared for.
Therefore, I do not think this would be
any precedent at all for increasing the
pay of people who are on Federal retire-
ment or any other refirement for which
they paid during the days of their em-
ployment.

Mr. RAMSPECK. I am glad to hear
the gentleman'’s assurance on that point.

Mr. GREEN. Mr, Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. RANKIN. I yield to the gentle-
man from Florida.

Mr. GREEN. We hope that this bill
will apply to World War No, 1 and World
War No. 2 cases.

Mr. RANKIN. It does.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from Mississippl has expired.

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Chairman, I yield
myself 2 additional minutes.

Mr., CASE. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. RANKIN. I yield to the gentle-
man from South Dakota.

Mr. CASE. I notice the language of
the bill applies to service-incurred dis-
ability, not including the special awards
and allowances fixed by law, and so forth.
What is the reason for not including the
special awards and allowances?

Mr. RANKIN. Imay say tothegentle-
man from South Dakota that those
awards were fixed not on the basis so
much of the disability as of attempting to
allay the spread of disease, for instance,
tuberculosis. The gentleman will find
that men who have arrested tuberculosis
have been allofted $50 a month, I be-
lieve it is. That was arbitrary, it is true,
but it was thought at that time that that
would be better than running the risk of
their spreading tuberculosis by not hav-
ing any compensation at all to take care
of them.

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr.
Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. RANKIN. I yield to the gentle-
woman from Massachusetts.

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. In
the case of insurance, the insurance is a
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business proposition and the man pays
for it himself,

Mr, RANKIN. Certainly. If a man
had $10,000 of insurance, his widow gets
$57.50 a month for 20 years. Of course,
we could not afford to increase that.

Mr. CASE. The cases I have in mind
are cases where the merits of the case
were such that prior to the enactment of
the law which made the particular case
eligible a special act was passed. Sub-
sequently the basic law was changed, in
some instances so that those individuals
would be eligible under the general law.
However, by reason of the fact that the
special act was passed for them, the Vet-
erans' Administration rules that that is
controlling, and even though now they
would be eligible and get more under the
general law, they are held to the special
law. :

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from Mississippi has again ex-
pired.

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Chairman, I yield
myself 5 additional minutes.

Of course, they made a mistake then,
according to the gentleman’s statement,
of having a special law passed.

In that connection, I take this occasion
to point out that this committee has
never passed a private pension law. I
hope that in the years to come it will
not adopt that policy. However, we have
provided a law that is liberal, so that ev-
eryone who comes under the provisions
of that law will be treated equitably.
When you begin to pass private pension
bills you very often have to correct some-
body’s military service record that is in
question, You can remember back in
the old days when Grover Cleveland
wielded his pen so effectively in vetoing
bills of that character, and a great
amount of political repercussion grew
out of it. So, when this committee was
organized under the leadership of the
distinguished gentleman from South Da-
kota, Mr. Royal Johnson, he took the
position that by all means we should
avoid a mix-up of that kind.

We adopted the rules of the commit-
tee and the committee adhered to them
during the 8 years that he was chairman,
and the committee has adhered to that
rule during the 13 years that I have been
chairman, So this applies not to these
special awards, but to the ones that come
under the general rules of the legislative
act.

Mr. CASE, Iam very glad to have the
chairman’s explanation in the REecorp,
because it will afford me opportunity to
give careful explanation to the people
who have written me about it.

Mr., RANKIN. I hope from now on
that the Congress will frown on passing
private pension bills, but will pass a law
to cover the men in the service so that
everyone who measures up to the stand-
ard fixed may be taken care of 'on an
equal basis.

Mr. LUDLOW. Mr, Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. RANKIN. Yes.

Mr. LUDLOW. I understood the gen-
tleman to say that the estimated cost of
this would be about $24,000,000.

9601

Mr. RANKIN, That is the estimate
of the Veterans’ Administration.

Mr. LUDLOW. My understanding is
that the cost of a modern battleship,
with all of its features, is around a little
more than $100,000,000, so that the en-
tire cost of doing justice to these dis-
abled veterans, would be less than one-
fourth of the cost of one battleship. Is
that correct?

Mr. RANKIN. It is, and I say to the
gentleman that a short time ago Con-
gress passed a bill remitting about $5,-
000,000,000 in income taxes that had al-
ready accrued, and if that money were
applied to this purpose, it would take
care of these veterans for a long time.

Mr. MAGNUSON. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr., RANKIN., Yes.

Mr. MAGNUSON. Does the gentle-
man have any figures generally as fo
I®mw many disabled veterans of this war
would be included under these benefits?

Mr, RANKIN. I do not believe that
I have the number here. Yes, my col-
league, the gentleman from Mississippl
[Mr. ABerNETHY] calls attention to the
fact that it would cover 329,100.

Mr. MAGNUSON. From the present
war?

Mr. RANKIN. That is World War No.
1 and World War No. 2. Of course you
cannot tell how many casualties we will
have in this war.

Mr. MAGNUSON. I mean up to date.
I was trying to get some idea if the gen-
tleman had any.

Mr. RANKIN. I have it here in the
report. For World Wars Nos. 1 and 2,
the number to date is 329,100.

Mr. MAGNUSON. And there is no
break-down as to what the number would
be of World War No. 2.

Mr, RANKIN. No.

Mr. ANGELL, Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. RANKIN, Yes.

Mr. ANGELL. This bill in no way
touches veterans of the Spanish-Amer-~
ican War?

Mr. RANKIN. No; that comes from
another committee.

Mr. ANGELL. What is the status of
legislation giving relief to those vet-
erans of the Spanish-American War?

Mr. RANKIN. I understand a similar
bill has been reported by that com-
mittee.

Mr. ANGELL. I hope it will receive
early consideration. The Congress has
been guilty of failure to appreciate the
outstanding service of these veterans of
1898 in failing to make adequate pro-
vision for them.

Mr. Chairman, I am supporting the
pending bill. It provides an increase of
approximately 15 percent to veterans
and their dependents. We must provide
adequately for the men who are fighting
to protect America and we want them to
know that the folks back home will not
permit their dependents to be in need
while they are at the front.

Mr, RANKIN. Mr. Chairman, I re=
serve the remainder of my time and ask
the gentlewoman from Massachusetts to
yield some of her time.
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The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from Mississippi has expired.

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr,
Chairman, I yield 10 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Iowa [Mr. CUNNINGHAM].

Mr. CUNNINGHAM. Mr. Chairman,
H. R. 3356 provides for a 15-percent in-
crease in the monthly rates of compen-
sation or pension payable to disabled
veterans for service-incurred disabili-
ties and to widows and children of vet-
erans as well as their dependent parents.
There are four sections of this bill. Sec-
tion 1 increases by 15 percent the
monthly rates of compensation or pen-
sion payable for wartime service-con-
nected disabilities of veterans of World
War No. 1, as well as for veterans of
World War No. 2, who saw service on
and after September 15, 1940, which, as
I understand it, is the effective date of
the Selective Service Act.

Mr. DICESTEIN. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield at this point?

Mr. CUNNINGHAM. I would rather
finish my statement before yielding.
Section 2 increases the rate of compen-
sation of widows and children and de-
pendent parents compensation. Under
existing law a widow with no child re-
ceives $30 per month. Under the provi-
sions of the bill under consideration, a
widow with no child would receive $35
per month. Under existing law, a widow
with one child would receive $38 per
month and $4 for each additional child.
Under the present bill, a widow with one
child would receive $45 per month, with
$5 for each additional child. Under the
present law, no widow but one child
would receive $15 per month, and under
the present bill $18 a month. Under
existing law, with no widow but two chil-
dren they would receive $22 per month,
and under the proposed bill $27 per
month. Under present law, no widow,
but three children would receive $30 per
month, with $3 for each additional
child, and under the present bill $36 a
month and $4 for each additional child.

Section 3 of this bill provides that
these increases shall become effective
from the first day of the first month fol-
lowing the passage of the act.

Section 4 of this bill provides that the
benefits provided for herein are extended
to widows and children of persons who
served during the period of the present
war.

Mr. Chairman, as I see it, the only pos-
sible ohjection that could be raised to
this bill would be one of economy. No
one in this House is more economy-
minded than I am, where it is right to be
economy-minded. But when we consider
the veterans of this and other wars, as
well as their dependents, their widows
and their children, we cannot be econo-
my-minded, taking into consideration
the cost of living as it is today. That is
not the right attitude to have toward
those who have given their lives and
their blood for us. This bill will correct
some of the inequalities that now exist.

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts, Will
the gentleman yield?

Mr, CUNNINGHAM. I yield to the
gentlewoman from Massachusetts.

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts, Has
the gentleman heard one word mentioned
about economy in this bill? I have not
heard it anywhere.

Mr, CUNNINGHAM. I say that is the
only objection that could possibly be
raised to it. No; I have not heard that
mentioned.

Mr. DICKSTEIN, Will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. CUNNINGHAM. I yield to the
gentleman from New York,

Mr. DICKSTEIN. I am very much
concerned and I am in sympathy with
the purposes of the act and in that it is
going to do something for soldiers and
their dependents. I am also interested
in the parent who is dependent on the
soldier’s income.

Mr. CUNNINGHAM. This bill takes
care of dependents,

Mr. DICKSTEIN. I do notseem to find
it in H. R. 3356.

Mr. CUNNINGHAM. You will find it
in the report on page 2.

Mr. DICKSTEIN, There is not a word
about it in the bill. You take care of the
wives, children, and widows, but you say
nothing here about the parent who is
dependent upon the support of the son.

Mr. CUNNINGHAM. As I understand
it, that is taken care of. This is an
amendment to another public law. Is
that right, may I ask the gentleman from
Mississippi?

The question of the gentleman from
New York is that he finds nothing in the
bill to include dependent parents.

Mr. RANKIN. No, that is not in the
bill; that is non-service-connected cases.

Mr. CUNNINGHAM. Buf it is men-
tioned in the report.

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts, Will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. CUNNINGHAM, I yield to the
gentlewoman from Massachusetts.

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Of
course, in service-connected cases there
would be an increase in everything, in-
cluding widows and dependent parents?

Mr. RANKIN, Yes; but not in non-
service-connected cases.

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Buf
not in service-connected cases?

Mr. RANKIN. That is right.

Mr. CUNNINGHAM, Mr. Chairman,
the leaders of our present war, as well
as generals and admirals in the past,
have depended largely upon morale, To
me, this bill under consideration is a
very good hill and a very strong bill for
the present morale of our fighting men.
Let us look at Mrs. Johnson whose hus-
band is serving in the Army. She writes
her husband a letter and says, “I just
came back from across the street where
Mrs. Smith lives, whose husband was
killed at Guadalcanal a few months ago.
I find Mrs. Smith over there with two
children. She receives around $35 or
$40 a month from the Government. She
is unable to work. She cannot live on
the amount she is getting with present
prices. Something will have to be done
for her,” That boy ouf in the service
receives that letter and he gets to think-
ing, “Would my wife be in the same con-
dition if I were killed today or tomorrow
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or sometime in the future?” He talks
to his buddy. It goes all through the
armed forces. Nothing could do more,
in my opinion, to shatter the morale of

our fighting men than a letter of that .

kind.

The passage of this bill raises the
amount so that so many of that kind of
letters cannot be written. The gentle-
man from Mississippi [Mr. RangIn], the
chairman of our committee, for whom I
have so much respect and regard, talked
about inflation. He said inflation is here
now. With that I agree, but not en-
tirely.

Inflation is certainly here for those
with fixed incomes whose income has
not increased since Pearl Harbor in pro-
portion to the increase in the cost of liv-
ing and consumer goods. But inflation
certainly is not here for those whose
income or wages or whatever they re-
ceive has increased in proportion with
or greater than the cost of living or the
cost of consumer goods, But for the
people to be affected by this bill, H. R.
3356, the income of those individuals has
not increased since Pearl Harbor, where-
as the cost of consumer goods and the
cost of living has increased tremendous-
ly. Therefore, inflation is a very vital
factor to the ones to be benefited by this
bill and the passage of it will help to
do away with some of the present exist-
ing inequalities.

Mr. RANKIN, Will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. CUNNINGHAM. I yield to the
gentleman from Mississippi.

Mr. RANKIN. These people then, un-
less we do increase their compensation,
are victims of inflation?

Mr. CUNNINGHAM. Absolutely, just
as aged people who are receiving the
same pension today which they received
1, 2, and 3 years ago, without increase.
They are subject to the increased cost of
living, but their income has not in-
creased.

Mr. RANKIN. Just as the farmers,
whose prices for raw materials have not
been increased.

Mr. CUNNINGHAM. Exactly, where
we are keeping some commodities below
parity under an act of Congress or by
the Office of Price Administration at
this time.

Another point I wish to emphasize in
conclusion in regard to the favorable
passage of this bill was brought out very
clearly to me by the gentleman from
Georgia [Mr. Ramspeck] when he rose
previously. He recalled to my mind that
this House has already passed a 15-per-
cent increase for all Federal employees
under civil service,

Certainly we can do as much for the
veterans of the last war and the veterans
of ‘this war as well as for his widow and
children.

I yield back the balance of my time,
Mr. Chairman.

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts, Mr.
Chairman, I yield 5 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Kansas [Mr. ScRIVNER].

Mr. SCRIVNER. Mr. Chairman, just
so there shall be no misunderstanding,
I want to touch upon one matter in this
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bill that has not been thoroughly dis-
cussed, so there will be no repetition on
the part of those speaking on behalf of
the bill.

Section 2, as you may or may not know
or understand, does not provide for al-
lowances to widows and children of men
who have died of service-connected dis-
abilities, This is simply an allowance to
those widows and orphans of men, who
were receiving some service-connected
disability allowance, but whose death was
not the result of that service-connected
disability.

There has been some question raised in
times past, as to the reason for such an
allowance. There has never been any
question about the allowance to widows
and children of service-connected cases,
but the reason is simply this: It is a mat-
ter of justice, not charity, to those wid-
ows and children in providing them an
allowance which the man himself could
not give them, Because of his receiving
service-connected disability allowance
he was unable to procure insurance with
which to protect his widow and children.
The minuie he went to an insurance
company and made application for a
policy, he had to disclose, as he was
required to do, the fact that he had a
service-connected disability. Almost
immediately and without exception, it
barred him from obtaining for his wife
and family that much needed protection
in case of his death.

Mr. CUNNINGHAM. Mr. Chairman,
will the gentleman yield?

Mr, SCRIVNER. I yield.

Mr. CUNNINGHAM. Is that soldier
barred from every company, regardless
of whether he pays an increased premi-
um or not?

Mr. SCRIVNER. Not every company.

Mr. CUNNINGHAM. But if he gets
insurance he has to pay a higher
premium than he otherwise would pay?

Mr. SCRIVNER. If he is able to obtain
insurance at all, it is at an increased
premium. Sometimes he cannot get
any whatsoever.

Of course, we all had $10,000 insurance
25 years ago, but we were not all wise
enough or financially able to hold onto it.
Then after we had allowed some of it
to lapse we were not able to comply with
the veterans’ insurance regulations with
reference to the payment of back
premiums and thus we deprived our
widows and children of that much needed
protection.

I am reminded at this time there was
one of our Presidents who said that war
veterans have a greater claim upon us
than any other class of our citizens. I
am quife sure that if -there is any defect
in this bill at all, the defect is on the side
of not giving these widows and children
a larger increase than this bill provides.

After having swallowed so many
camels we certainly should not strain
at a gnat.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from Kansas has expired.

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr.
Chairman, I yield such time as he may
desire to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr.
McGREGOR].
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Mr. McGREGOR. Mr. Chairman, I
just want to congratulate the committee
on reporting ocut H. R. 3356. This is one
bill that certainly should pass this House
by a unanimous vote. It is a bill that is
giving aid to a certain group of individ-
uals, veterans, who have been the victims
of innccent circumstances during this
inflationary period. I trust it will pass
this House by unanimous vote.

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr.
Chairman, I yield such time as he may
desire to the gentleman from South Da-
kota [Mr. MuwpTl.

Mr. MUNDT. Mr. Chairman, I too,
want to express my appreciation to the
committee for bringing out this piece of
legislation. I am glad it comes from the
committee which was presided over by
my predecessor, Mr. Royal C. Johnson of
South Dakota, who was succeeded by an
equally able man, the gentleman from
Mississippi [Mr. RANKIN].

I feel that if there is any weakness in
this bill, it is on the side of providing too
meager an assistance, and that we have
failed, perhaps, to provide as adequately
as this country might well afford, for the
disabled veterans, and the widows and
orphans. -

However, I shall support the legislation
in its present form. It is manifestly a
step toward justice and fair play. I
urge that every Member of the House
support H. R. 3356. It deserves your
unanimous vote.

There may be some, Mr. Chairman, who
would argue for economy in opposition
to this highly merited increase in pen-
sions for disabled veterans. I yield fo no
Member of the House in my desire and
my effort to curtail wasteful Government
spending and to put an end to the reck-
less extravagance which has both marked
and marred the present administration
as the most profligate and uneconomic
in the American history. However, the
place to start such economies is obvicusly
not with the men who have lost their
health or become crippled in mind or
body while fighting the Nation's wars.
To these heroes we can never extend our
full debt of gratitude, we can never fully
repay them for their sacrifices. What
we do today in the passage of this bill is
but a very small token payment, Mr.
Speaker, on the great debt which this
Republic owes the disabled veterans of
the United States.

In this era of billion dollar boon-
doggling and global gifts of taxpayers'
funds the comparatively trifling annual
cost of these additional pension pay-
ments is indeed inconsequential. As the
gentleman from Kansas [Mr. ScrRIVNER]
so aptly said a few moments ago, we have
swallowed so many camels the past few
years that this is no time to strain at a
gnat. Let us pass this legislation today
by a unanimous vote despite the widely
rumored report that it is being done over
the protest of the executive department.
In the total cost of war the cost of deal-
ing justly if not generously with those
who have made the sacrifice of life or
limb is but a fractional factor. Let us
hope that we can learn to live at peace in
this world but in the meantime the costs
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of providing this Republic with an ade-
quate defense system and of dealing just-
ly with our veterans is something which
we cannot and must not evade and on
which we cannot use the paring knife of
economy too deeply without injury to our
country and injustice to those who have
fought to keep it safe and great.

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr.
Chairman, I yield 5 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Illinois [Mr. BusBeY].

Mr. BUSBEY. Mr. Chairman, there
has been some discussion during this de-
bate regarding the increased cost of liv-
ing and inflation. I should like to call
the attention of the House to this partic-
ular fact: These disabled veterans are not
members of a union that will fight for
increased compensation; they must rely
upon such organizations as the American
Legion, the Veterans of Foreign Wars,
the Disabled American Veterans, the
Military Order of the Purple Heart, and
the Congress of the United States. It is
our duty, therefore, to see that these
veterans are taken care of. During the
hearings before our committee on'this
hill, H. R. 3356, it was brought out that
the average wage being paid to em-
ployees in manufacturing plants in this
country when the original adjusted-com-
pensation law was passed was $1,100 per
year. At the present time the average
wage in indusiry is more than $2,000 per
year, but the compensation for these
disabled veterans has remained sta-
tionary. !

This country of ours will remain great
just as long as the people and the Con-
gress pay proper fribute and honor to
our heroes, and these boys are certainly
the heroes of this country. The minute
we refuse to recognize that fact, then
this Nation of ours will start on its de-
cline. I sincerely trust, therefore, Mr.
Chairman, that this bill, H. R. 3356, will
pass unanimously today.

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the balance
of my time.

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Chairman, I yield
such time as he may desire to the gen-
tleman from Florida [Mr, PETERSON], &
member of the committee.

Mr. PETERSON of Florida. Mr.,
Chairman, it was originally my intention
to explain the bill, but that has been
done very well. Then it was my intention
to explain the difficulties many of these
veterans and their loved ones have had
by reason of the increased cost of living;
that has-besn well done also. Then it
was my intention to rise and compliment
the able chairman and the rest of the
members of the committee on reporting
out this bill; and that has been done in
fine words also. Then I finally revised
my own mental remarks to say that I
will express to the House the hope that
this bill would pass unanimously; and
that has been done by the preceding
speaker, But I do want to say that this
is a good bill; it is a bill that is needed
and needed at once. I want to compli-
ment the chairman of the committee on
the hard work he has been doing on this
veterans’ committee. He is conscien-
tious; he studies legislation; he realizes
the problems of the veterans and their
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dependents and he is doing a good job.
I want to compliment him on getting this
bill out and I hope we will show our real
interest by voting for it unanimously, I
hope there is not a vote against it. Liv-
ing costs are going up—Iet us act prompt-
ly and favorably on this legislation.

Mr, RANKIN. Mr, Chairman, I yield
such time as he may desire to the gen-
tleman from Oklahoma [Mr. WICKER-
EHAM],

Mr. WICKERSHAM. Mr. Chairman,
I desire to compliment this committee
and the members thereof on this splen-
did piece of legislation. I used to be a
member of this committee. I shall sup-
port this legislation.

Mr. RANEIN. Mr. Chairman, I yield
5 minutes to the distinguished gentle-
man from Massachusetts [Mr. CURLEY].

FROTECTION, NOT PROMISES, FOR VETERANS AND
THEIR DEFENDENTS

Mr. CURLEY. Mr. Chairman, it is
indeed a pleasure to extend congratu-
lations to Congressman RANKIN, of Mis-
sisSippi, not only for this bhill which he
has fathered making provision for the
veterans and their dependents, both of
World War No. 1 and World War No. 2,
but for his untiring and highly intelli-
gent effort at all times in behalf of every
measure of legislation having for its pur-
pose protection and benefit to the men
who have served our country in the hour
of trial,

His is a unique distinction, the father
and defender of essential legislation in
protection of servicemen of all wars,
The bill under consideration, H. R. 3356,
provides for an increase in the monthly
rates of compensation or pension pay-
able to disabled veterans for service-in-
curred disability and to widows and chil-
dren under Public Law 484, Seventy-
third Congress, June 28, 1934, as
amended:

Be it enacted, eic.,, That the monthly rates
of compensation or penslon payable to vet-
erans of World War No. 1 and World War
No. 2, including veterans entitled to wartime
rates under Public, 359, Seventy-seventh Con-
gress, December 19, 1941, for service on or
after September 16, 1940, for service-incurred
disability, not including the special awards
and allowances fixed by law, which are pay-
able under any laws or regulations admin-
istered by the Veterans' Administration, are
hereby increased by 15 percent.

Sec. 2. That the monthly rates of com=-
pensation payable to widows and children
under authority of Public Law No. 484, Sev-
enty-third Congress, June 28, 1934, as
amended, shall be as follows: Widow but no
child, §35; widow and one child, $456 (with
5 for each additional child); no widow but
one child, $18; no widow but two children,
827 (equally divided); no widow but three
children, $36 (equally divided), with 84 for
each additlonal child (the total amount to be
equally divided).

Sec. 8. The increases provided by this act
shall be effective from the first day of the
first month following the passage of this act.

Sec. 4. The benefits of public Law No. 484,
Seventy-third Congress, June 28, 1943, as
amended, are hereby extended to widows and
children of persons who served during the
period of the present war, as defined in ex-
isting law, subject to the administrative,
definitive, and regulatory provisions of Pub-
lic, No. 484, as amended: Provided, That the
definition of “widow” shall be that con-
taired in section 6 of Public Law No. 144,
Beveniy-eighth Congress, July 13, 1943,
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Amend the title so as to read: "A bill to in-
crease the service-connected disability rates
of compensation or pension payable to vet-
erans of World War No. 1 and World War No.
2 and veterans entitled to wartime rates
based on service on or after September 16,
1940, for service-connected disabilities and
to increase the rates for widows and chil-
dren under Public Law No. 484, Seventy-
third ngress, as amended, and to include
widows and children of World War No. 2
veterans for benefits under the latter act.”

The American people and the Ameri-
can Government have always been pro-
lific in promises to the veterans but
sterile in fulfillment. I ean recall
World War No. 1 and the promises made
to the men entering the armed service
and the protection likewise promised to
their dependents. I can well recall the
return of the veterans at the termination
of the war in 1918, I can recall the
streets crowded with these men who had
served with distinction and honor in the
period of the First World War seeking
in vain opportunity for employment. I
recall in 1922, more than 3 years-after
the war had ended, on assuming the
office of mayor of Boston, finding the
soldiers’ relief rolls of the city reaching
the staggering figure of $200,000 for the
year as against the normal expenditure
of $40,000 a year. I was not so greatly
disturbed about the amount of money
expended for soldiers’ relief as I was by
the fact that in the acceptance of the
relief the men were forfeiting their self-
respect and their self-reliance so essen-
tial to the perpetuation of good Ameri-
can citizenship. Wheels of industry
were moving slowly, if at all, and it was
essential that something be done to re-
lieve the situation. As mayor I made it
my business to provide public work,
namely, the Dorchester Rapid Transit
System, costing $11,000,000, the Gov-
ernor Square Rapid Transit System,
costing five and one-half million dol-
lars, and the E Boston development
at a cost of an additional one million
and a half. It seems rather difficult to
believe, nevertheless true, that many
men who entered the service left good
positions, but with the assurance from
their employers on their return the old
job would be open for them, and found
on their return their positions filled by
less patriotic Americans, and no joh
open for them, despite the fact that
many had families dependent upon
them. In the public-works program as
inaugurated by me in 1922, I made a pro-
vision that only veterans could be em-
ployed with a result that it was possi-
ble to absorb in gainful employment and
at a high wage more than 8,500 men
who had served the country in its hour
of need and who through their employ-
ment found it possible to preserve their
self-respect and self-reliance.

I had occasion to be present at Wash-
ington at the time of what was familiarly
known as the bonus march and the
impression made upon me will last as
long as life itself. I saw men wheeled
along in hand carts with both legs gone
and I saw blind men led along by their
buddies and I read with horror, shortly
thereafter, of the tragedy at Anacostia.

The men who marched to Washington
seeking a fulfillment of the pledge of ad-
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justed compensation were men who had
been maimed in the service of their
country in the hour of trial, they sought
only that which the Government had
promised them and to which they were
clearly entitled. They found it difficult
to secure quarters with their meager
store of money in Washington so they
encamped on the dump at Anacostia
and since they were abiding by the laws
and violating none they refused to leave
when ordered. Then came the order
issued by the then President of the
United States, Herbert Hoover, for the
armed forces to drive them out—with
the result that many were killed and
wounded, but they assembled later on
that fateful day on the steps of the
Capitol. They assembled without in-
dulging in speeches denouncing the Gov-
ernment for the killed and wounded of
many of their comrades but they as-
sembled and joined in the singing of
“My Country "Tis of Thee, Sweet Land of
Liberty” an exhibition of patriotism and
devotion never excelled in the history of
the world. The killing and the maiming
of these men and the suffering of the
soldiers and their dependents would have
been unnecessary provided legislation
had been enacted rather than promised
for their protection. We are engaged to-
day in the enactment of legislation, not
in the promising of legislation and it is
to be hoped that no man who deems
himself worthy of the .title American
cll:ize_n will be found voting against the
pending measure.

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Chairman, I yield
such time as he may desire to the gentle-
man from California [Mr. HoLIFieLp].

Mr. HOLIFIELD. Mr. Chairman, I
rise in support of H. R. 3356. I want to
compliment at this time the Veterans’
Committee and its able chairman in the
production of this bill for our considera-
tion. Frequently we have occasion to
make adjustments such as this. At the
time these pensions were granted, they
were granted in the opinion of those who
passed on it, on the basis of the need of
the soldiers of that day. Due to the fact
that the purchasing power of the dollar
rises and falls from year to year and from
generation to generation, what was just
al one time becomes unjust a few years
later. This is an attempt to rectify the
deceased purchasing power of the dollar.

I hope at some future time that the
pensions settled upon our veterans will
be settled in such a way that they will
maintain a closer relationship to the
purchasing power of the dollar, the pen-
sion to be adjusted from time to time and
at stated intervals, in order to maintain
a standard of living from year to year
on the same basis as at the time of its
original passage. Even as we strike an
ayverage from Dow Jones on stocks and
bonds I think we can strike an average on
the cost of living. I hope some day to
see these pensions adjusted on the basis
of recurring adjustments, according to
the purchasing power of the dollar.

Mr. RANEIN. Mr. Chairman, I yield
such time as he may desire to the gen-
tleman from Arizona [Mr. Murpock].

Mr, MURDOCK., Mr. Chairman, al-
though I am not cn the Veteran Affairs
Committee of the House, I do have a
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great interest in matters pertaining to
all veterans but especially of the First
and Second World Wars. One of the
several reasons for my interest in them
is that because of the climate and health
inducements of Arizona more ex-service-
men are in my State than Arizona fur-
nished originally to the former wars.
I have learned from many of them re-
cently that the increased cost of living
is pressing hard upon them at this time.
I think Congress should provide greafer
benefits for all, or at least for those to-
ward whom the Government's obliga-
tion is greatest.

If we hadbeen better able to hold the
line and minimize the increased cost of
living to a greater extent than we have
been able to do, such legislation as this
would not be so urgent. It was one time
thought that a 15-percent increase in
compensation to Government employees
would more than cover the increased
cost of living to them. We have so pro-
vided it, or attempted to provide it, in
legislation. Laboring men have told
me that the Little Steel formula, which
is based on a 15-percent increase, is now
obsolete. I want to fight inflation but
recognize in my family bills each month
that the cost of living has gone up and
that we must take such into account in
dealing with the Nation’s defenders and
their dependents.

I am greatly alarmed and distressed
at the prospect that, in spite of all our
efforts to hold back the rising tide of
inflation, it will bring suffering to the
millions who are not drawing war wages
or obtaining war profits and who must
live on fixed incomes diminishing in
purchasing power, As a part of that
group to be protected, exservicemen
and their dependents are our first direct
responsibility. I favor the passage of
this bill.,, :

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read
the bill for amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the monthly rates
of compensation or pension payable to vet-
erans of World War No. 1 and World War
No. 2, including veterans entitled to wartime
rates under Publie, 359, Seventy-seventh
Congress, December 19, 1941, for service on
or after September 16, 1940, for service-
ineurred disability, not including the special
awards and allowances fixed by law, which
are payable under any laws or regulations
administered by the Veterans’ Administration
are hereby Increased by 15 percent.

With the following committee amend-
ment:

Page 1, line 4, after the word “veterans”, in-
sert “of World War No. 1 and World War
No. 2, including veterans entitled to wartime
rates under Public, 3859, BSeventy-seventh

.Congress, December 19, 1941, for service cn

and after September 16, 1940.”

The committee amendment was
agreed to.
The Clerk read as follows:

Sec. 2. That the monthly rates of compen-
gation payable to widows and children under
authority of Public Law No. 484, Sevanty-
third Congress, June 28, 1934, as amended,
shall .be as follows: Widow but no child,
$35; widow and one child, §45 (with 85 for
each additional child); no widow but one
child, $18; no widow but two children, $27
(equally divided); no widow but three chil-

dren, 836 (equally divided), with $4 for ecch
additional child (the total amount to be
equally divided).

Bec. 8. The increases provided by this act
shall be effective from the 1st day of the first
month following the passage of this act.

With the following committee amend-
ment:

Page 2, after line 14, insert the following:

“Sec. 4. The benefits of Public Law No.
484, Sazventy-third Congress, June 28, 1943,
as amended, are hereby extended to widows
and children of persons who served during
the period of the present war, as defined in
existing law, subject to the administrative,
definitive, and regulatory provisions of Public,
No. 484, as amended: Provided, That the defi-
nition of ‘widow' shall be that contained
in section 6 of Public Law No. 144, Seventy-
elghth Congress, July 13, 1943."

The committee amendment
agreed to.

The title was amended so as to read:
“A bill to increase the service-connected
disability rates of compensation or pen-
sion payable to veterans of World War
No. 1 and World War No. 2 and veterans
entitled to wartime rates based on service
on or after September 16, 1940, for
service-connected disabilities, and to in-
crease the rates for widows and children
under Public Law 484, Seventy-third
Congress, as amended, and to include
widows and children of World War No.
2 veterans for benefits under the latter
act.”

.The CHAIRMAN. Under the rule, the
Committee rises.

Accordingly the Committee rose; and
Mr. O’NeaL having taken the chair as
Speaker pro tempore, Mr. Tmomas of
Texas, Chairman of the Committee of
the Whole House on the state of the
Union, reported that that Committee,
having had under consideration the bill
(H. R. 3356) to provide for an increase in
the mcenthly rates of compensation or
pensions payable to disabled veterans for
service-incurred disabilities and to
widows and children under Public Law
484, Seventy-third Congress, June 28,
1934, as amended, pursuant to House
Resolution 339, reported the same back
to the House with sundry amend-
ments agreed to in Committee of the
Whole.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the rule, the previous guestion is ordered.

- Is a separate vote demanded on any
amendment? 1If not, the Chair will put
them in gross.

The amendments were agreed to.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the engrossment and third
reading of the bill. -

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time and was read the
third time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the passage of the bill.

The question was taken; and on a di-
vision (demanded by Mrs. Rocers of
Massachusetts) there were—ayes 150,
noes 0.

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr.
Speaker, I object to the vote on the
ground that a quorum is not present.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair will count. [After counting.] One
hundred and sixty-three Members are

was

| present, not a quorum.
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The Doorkeeper will close the doors,
the Sergeant at Arms will notify absent
Members, and the Clerk will call the roll.

The question was taken; .and there
were—yeas 343, nays 0, not voting 88, as

follows:

Abernethy
Allen, Til.
Allen, La.

Anderseon,
N. Mex.
Andresen,
August H.
Andrews
Angell
Arends
Arnold
Auchincloss
Baldwin, Md.
Barden
Barrett

Bennett, Mo.
Bishop :
Blackney
Bloom
Bolton
Bradley, Pa.
Brehm
Brown, Ga.
Brown, Ohio
Bryson
Buffett
Burch, Va.
Burchill, N. ¥,
Burdick
Burgin
Busbey
Butler

Byrne

Camp
Canfield
Cannon, Fla.
Cannon, Mo,
Capozzolll
Carlson, Kans.
Carson, Ohio
Carter

Case
Chiperfield

| Church

Clark
Clason
Clevenger
ochran
Cole, Mo.
Cole, N. Y.
Colmer
Compton
Cooley
Cooper
Courtney
Cox
Crawford
Crosser
Cunningham
Curley
Curtis
D'Alesandro
Day
Delaney
Dickstein
Dilweg
Dingell
Disney
Ditter
Domengeaux
Dondero
Doughton
Dworshak
Eaton
Eberharter
Elliott
Ellis
Ellison, Md.
Ellsworth
Elmer
Elston, Ohlo
Engel, Mich,
Fay

Feighan

Fellows

[Roll No. 161]
YEAS—343
Fenton Larcade
Fernandez Lea
Fich LeCompte
Fisher LeFevre
Fitzpatrick Lemke
Flannagan Lesinski
Folger Lew!s, Ohlo
Fulbright Luce
Fuller Ludlow
Furiong Lynch
Gale MeCord
Gallagher MecCormack
Gamble McCowen
Gathings McGehee
Cavagan McGranery
Gavin McGregor
Gearhart McKenzie
Gibson MeMillan
Gifford McMurray
Gilchrist McWilliams
Gillete Maas
Goodwin Magnuson
Gordon Mahon
Gorski Maloney
Graham Manasco
Granger Mansfield,
Grant, Ala, Mont.
Green Mansfield, Tex.
Gregory Martin, Mass,
Criffiths Mason
Gross May
Gwynne Michener
Hagen Miller,'Conn,
Hale Miller. Mo.
Hall, Miller, Nebr,
Edwin Arthur Miller, Pa.
Halleck Mills
Hancock Monkiewicz
Hare Morrison, N. C.
Harris, Ark, Mruk
Hartley Mundt
Hays Murdock
Hébert Murphy
Heffernan Murray, Tenn,
Heldinger Murray, Wis.
Herter Newsome
Hess Norman
Hill Norrell
Hinshaw O'Brien, Ill.
Hobbs O’'Brien, Mich,
Hoch O'Brien, N. Y.
Hoeven O'Connor
Hoffman O'Hara
Holifield O'Eonski
Holmes, Mass. O'Neal
Holmes, Wash. O'Toole
Hope Outland
Horan Pace
Howell Patman
Hull Patton
Jarman Peterson, Fla.
Jenkins Peterson, Ga.
Jennings Pleifer
Jensen FPhilbin
Johnson, Fhillips
Calvin D. Pittenger
Johnson, Ind. Flceser
Johnson, Plumley
Luther A. Poage
Jchnson, Poulson
Lyndon B. Powers
Johnson, Okla. Pracht
Johnson, Ward FPrice
Jonkman ERamey
Eean Ramspeck
Kearney Randolph
Eeefe Rankin
Kelley Reed, I,
Eennedy Reed, N. Y.
Eeogh Rees, Kans,
Kerr Richards
Kilburn Rivers
Kilday Rizley
King Robertson
Kinzer Robinson, Utah
Kirwan Robsion, Ey.
Kleln Rockwell
Enutson Rodgers, Pa.
Eunkel Rogers, Mass,
LaFollette Rohrbough
Lambertson Rolph
Landis Rowan
Lane Russzell
Lanham Badowskl




Satterfield Stevenson ‘Ward
Sauthofl Stewart Wasielewskl
Schiffler Btockman ‘Weaver
Schuetz Sullivan Weichel, Ohlo
Schwabe Sumner, T1I, Weiss
Beott Bumners, Tex. Welch
Scrivner Sundstrom West
Sheppard Taber Wheat
Simpson, Il Talbot White
Simpson, Pa. Talle Whitten
Slaughter Tarver Whittington
Bmith, Ohio Thomas, N.J, Wickersham
Smith, W. Va. Thomas, Tex. Wigglesworth
Smith, Wis Thomason Willey
Snyder Tibbott ‘Wilson
Sparkman Tolan Winter
Spence Towe ‘Wolcott
Springer Troutman Wolfenden, Pa.
Stanley Vinson, Ga. Wolverton, N. J.
Starnes, Ala, Vorys, Ohio ‘Woodrum, Va.
Steagall Vursell Worley
Stearns, N. H. Wadsworth Wright
Stefan Walter Zimmerman
NAYS—0

NOT VOTING—88
Baldwin, N. ¥, Gerlach Monroney
Bates, Mass. Gillie Morrison, La,
Bell Gore Mott
Bland Gossett Myers
Bonner Grant, Ind. Norton
Boren Hall, O'Leary
Boykin Leonard W, Priest
Bradley, Mich, Harless, Ariz. Rabaut
Brooks Harness, Ind.  Reece, Tenn.
Buckley Harris, Va. Rogers, Callf,
Bulwinkle Hart Rowe
Celler Hendricks Sabath
Chapman Izac Sasscer
Chenoweth Jackson Scanlon
Coffee Jeffrey Shafer
Costello Johnson, Sheridan
Cravens Anton J, Short;
Cullen Johnson, Sikes
Davis J. Leroy Smith, Maine
Dawson Jones Smith, Va.
Dewey Judd Somers, N. Y.
Dies Kee Taylor
Dirksen Eefauver Treadway
Douglas Kleberg Vincent, Ky.
Drewry Lewis, Colo. Voorhis, Calif,
Durham McLean Wene
Engle, Callf, Madden Whelchel, Ga.
Forarty Marcantonio  Winstead
Forand Martin, ITowa  Woodruff, Mich,
Ford Merritt
Fulmer Merrow

So the bill was passed.

The Clerk announced the following

pairs:

General pairs:

Mrs. Norton with Mr. Short.
Mr. Cullen with Mr. Dirksen.
Mr. Madden with Mr. Jones.

Mr. Morrison of Loulslana with Mrs, Smith

of Maine,

Mr. Buckley with Mr. Harness of Indiana,
Mr. Kleberg with Mr, Baldwin of New York.
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Mr. Costello with Mr. Grant of Indiana.

Mr. O'Leary with Mr. Reece of Tennessee.

Mr, Cravens with Mr. Gillie.
Mr, Drewry with Mr. Jeffrey.

Mr. Voorhis of California with Mr. McLean.
Mr. Fulmer with Mr. Woodruftf of Michigan.

Mr. Kefauver with Mr. Taylor.
Mr. Rabaut with Mr, Anton J. Johnson,
Mr, Merritt with Mr. Rowe.
Mr. Harris of Virginia with Mr. Douglas.

Mr. Somers of New York with Mr. Cheno-

Mr. Bland with Mr, Treadway.
Mr, Scanlon with Mr. Merrow.
Mr. Lewis of Colorado with Mr. Dewey.

Mr, Chapman with Mr, J. Leroy Johnson.
Mr. Smith of Virginia with Mr., Martin of

Mr. Sabath with Mr, Judd.

Mr, Celler with Mr. Mott.

Mr. Boykin with Mr. Bradley of Michigan.
Mr. Hart with Mr. Gerlach.

Mr. Priest with Mr. Leonard W. Hall,
Mr, Izac with Mr. Bates of Massachusetts,
Mr. Coffee with Mr. Marcantonio.

The doors were opened,
The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on the
table,

The title was amended so as to read:
“A bill to increase the service-connected
disability rates of compensation or pen-
sion payable to veterans of World War
No. 1 and World War No. 2, and vet-
erans entitled to wartime rates based on
service on or after September 16, 1940,
for service-connected disabilities, and to
increase the rates for widows and chil-
dren under Public Law 484, Seventy-
third Congress, as amended, and to in-
clude widows and children of World War
No. 2 veterans for benefits under the
latter act.”

Mr. RANKIN, Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to address the House
for one-half minute.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Mis-
sissippi?

There was no objection.

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, the gen-
tleman from Mississippi, Mr. WINSTEAD,
is unavoidably absent, being away on a
mission for the War Department. He
desired to be paired for this bill, but since
there is nobody to be paired with, as ev-
erybody is for it, I want him recorded as
being in favor of the measure.

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
all Members have 5 legislative days in
which to extend their own remarks on
the bill just passed. .

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentlewoman from
Massachusetts?

There was no objection.

CALENDAR WEDNESDAY BUSINESS

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent that the business
in order on tomorrow, Calendar Wednes-
day, be dispensed with.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Mas-
sachusefts?

There was no objection.

COMMODITY CREDIT CORPORATION

Mr, COLMER, from the Committee on
Rules, submitted the following privileged
resolution (H. Res. 356), which was re-
ferred to the House Calendar and or-
dered to be printed:

Resolved, That immediately upon the adop-
tion of this resolution it shall be in order to
move that the House resolve itself into the
Committee of the Whole House on the state
of the Union for the consideration of the bill
(H. R. 8477) to continue the Commodity
Credit Corporation as an agency of the United
States, to revise the basis of annual appraisal
of its assets, and for other purposes. That
after general debate, which shall be confined
to the bill and shall continue not to exceed
2 days, to be equally divided and controlled
by the chairman and ranking minority mem-
ber of the Committee on Banking and Cur-
rency, the. bill shall be read for amendment
under the 6-minute rule. At the conclu-
slon of the reading of the bill for amendment,
the Committee shall rise and report the same
to the House with such amendments as may
have been adopted and the previous question
shall be considered as ordered on the bill and
amendments thereto to final passage without
intervening motion except one motion to
recommit.
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EXTENSION OF REMARKS

Mr. DINGELL. Mr., Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to extend my own
remarks in the REecorp and include
therein a speech made by Hon. Frank
Murphy, Associate Justice of the Su-
preme Court, on the occasion of the
eighth anniversary of the establishment
of the Philippine Commonwealth; and
further to extend my own remarks and
include therein a speech made on this
occasion by my friend the President of
the Philippine Commonwealth, Hon.
Manuel Quezon. In both instances
these speeches reflect my sentiments,
Mr. Speaker. >

The SPEAKER. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
Michigan?

There was no objection.

Mr. KEOGH. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that my colleague,
the gentleman from Washington [Mr,
JacksoN] be permitted to extend his own
remarks in the Recorp and include
therein an article by Basil J. Vlavianos
entitled “The Greek United Front.” The
gentleman from Washington [Mr, Jack-
sonN] is presently serving our country in
the armed forces.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from New
York?

There was no objection.

AMENDMENT OF SELECTIVE TRAINING
AND SERVICE ACT

Mr. MAY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent to address the House for 1
minute.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Ken-
tucky?

There was no objection.

Mr. MAY. Mr, Speaker, I have asked
for this time for the simple purpose of
announcing to the House that the con-
ferees have reached a complete agree-
ment on the bill, 8. 763, relating to the
drafting of pre-Pearl Harbor fathers, as
an amendmeént to the Selective Training
and Service Act. We hope to have the
report and the statement ready by to-
morrow, if possible. If not, on tomorrow
I shall ask permission to have until mid-
night tomorrow for the filing of the re-
port, and try to take the matter up the
next day. I will, of course, arrange with
the floor leader and the Speaker before
doing anything at all about it. I have
already spoken to him.

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr, Speaker, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. MAY., I yield to the gentleman
from Massachusetts.

Mr, McCORMACK. The conference
report referred to by the gentleman from
Kentucky is of such importance that I
believe it should be brought up as soon
as possible after it is filed.

EXTENSION OF REMARKS
Mr. PLUMLEY, Mr. Speaker, I ask

" unanimous consent to extend my own

remarks in the Recorp and include
therein an article from the Montpelier
Argus with reference to a unique asso-
ciation formed in Vermont entitled
“Freeman's Association.”
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The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Ver-
mont?

There was no objection.

Mr, GAVIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-

-imous consent to extend my own re-
marks in the Recorp and include therein
an editorial from the Pittsburgh Press.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania?

There was no objection.

Mr., MILLER of Connecticut. Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent; to ex-
tend my own remarks in the REcorp on
two subjects and include brief editorials
with each. -

The SPEAEKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Con-
necticut?

There was no objection.

Mr. POULSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to extend my own re-
marks in the Recorp and include therein
a resolution.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Cali-
fornia?

There was no objection.

Mr. HERTER. Mr. Speaker, I ask

unanimous consent to extend my own re-.

marks in the REcorp and include therein
an article from today’s Washington Star.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Mas-
sachusetts?

There was no objection.

Mr. COLE of Missouri. Mr., Speaker,
I ask unanimous consent to extend my
own remarks in the Recorp and include
therein a letter I have received from the
State medicine committee of the Bu-
chanan County Medical Society, St. Jo-
seph, Mo., informing me that on Novem-
ber 3, 1943, at its regular meeting the
society unanimously voted and went on
record as opposed to the passage of the
Wagner-Murray-Dingell bills (8. 1161
and H. R. 2861) and setting out their rea-
sons therefor.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Mis-
souri?

There was no objection,

Mr. LARCADE. Mr, Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that the gentleman
from Louisiana [Mr. MorrisoN] be per-
mitted to extend his own remarks in the
REecorp and include therein copies of four
letters addressed to the citizens of Loui-
siana.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Loui-
siana?

There was no objection,

(Mr. Weiss asked and was given per-
mission to extend his own remarks in the
RECORD.)

Mr. HARRIS of Arkansas. Mr. Speak-
er, I ask unanimous consent to extend my
own remarks in the Recorp and include
therein an editorial from the Pittsburgh
" Press and also three telegrams.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Ar-
kansas?

There was no objection.

Mr, FAY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-
imous consent to extend my own remarks
in the Recorp and include therein a
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résumé of veterans’ laws in effect in the
State of New York.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from New
York?

There was no objection.

Mr. PHILBIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to revise and extend
my remarks in the Recorp and include
two speeches I recently made.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection.

There was no objection.

Mr. ROWAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to extend my remarks
in the Appendix and include two articles
from the Chicago Sun, and a communi-
cation from Mr. Darden, of the District
of Columbia. »

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no cbjection.

Mr. HAGEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to extend my re-
marks in the REcorp on star route legis-
lation and include certain extracts from
a book, entitled “People in Bondage.”

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

.Mr. FERNANDEZ. Mr. Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent to extend my re-
marks in the Recorp and include an ar-
ticle by Ernie Pyle concerning efforts of
the Mexican people in behalf of prisoners
in the hands of the Japanese.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

Mr. GOSSETT. Mr. Speaker, I was
downtown on official business and came
into the Chamber just at the conclusion
of the roll call on the bill increasing the
veterans’ compensation, just passed. If
present I would have voted for the bill.

LEAVE TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE

Mr. CANNON of Missouri., Mr. Speak-
er, I ask unanimous consent that today
I be allowed to address the House for 10
minutes at the conclusion of any other
special orders.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

Mr. HOLMES of Massachusetts. Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex-
tend my remarks in the RECorp and in-
clude a letter from the board of assessors
of the town of Framingham, Mass.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

LEAVE TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE

Mr. HOFFMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that on Monday and
Tuesday of next week, at the conclusion
of « legislative business and any other
special orders, I be permitted to address
the House for 15 minutes.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER. Under previous order
of the House, the Chair recognizes the
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. SCHWABE]
for 15 minutes.

SUBSIDIES

Mr. SCHWABE. Mr, Speaker, my pur-
pose today is not to add materially to
the splendid arguments in opposition to
the proposed subsidies outlined by the
administration, for these have been pre-
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sented in a scientific manner a number
of times on the floor of the House by my
able colleagues. I wish to present some
of my own views and to give the Congress
the prevailing sentiment expressed by
the average small farmer in Missouri.

It is recalled by most of us that this
body went on record by a nearly two-
thirds vote last summer in opposition to
subsidies, that just before we went home
for the summer recess we extended the
life of the Commodity Credit Corpora-
tion until January, and that subsidies
have been in effect and we are at this
time paying ouf of the Treasury money
that is being raised through the sale of
‘War bonds.

We will be called upon day after to-
morrow to extend the life of the Com-
modity Credit Corporation, and the ad-
ministration would have us continue the
subsidies. Have we thought just how
well they have worked? The only way
we have to judge subsidies is by theoret-
ically supposing that they were in opera-
tion or by actually witnessing their re-
sults. How have they been working? It
was my pleasure last evening to be
present at the hearing before the Senate
Committee on Agriculture where farmers
and packers from all over the Nation
were called in to give their story. I
listened to a packer testify that he re-
ceived from the Government subsidy
money—I believe he said $1.10 per hun-
dredweight—on live beef. He was re-
quired by the Government to sign an
affidavit that he has passed on to the
producer the entire amount of this sub-
sidy. Now, the price on live cattie to the
producer has fallen more than $3 or $4
per hundredweight within the last few
months, yet the consumer testifies there
has been no reduction in the price of
meat—the finished product. The chair-
man of the committee, Senator SmiTH,
asked the audience if anybody in the
crowded committee room—and it was
full of farmers from all over the United
Stafes—had received any of the subsidy
money. No one raised his hand. The
question was asked the packer, What be-

. came of the subsidy money? He said he

signed a sworn statement to the effect
that he passed it on to the producer but
that if the producer did not receive it, it
must have been lost in the confusion.
This is a concrete demonstration, Mr,
Speaker, of the results of our trial-and-
error methods in this country, and of the
record of subsidies thus far.

Among the farmers testifying before
the committee, one was a constituent of
mine, an actual dirt farmer, who lives
in my district. I ask unanimous consent
to read to you in his own words his testi-
mony given last night before the Senate
committee, as follows:

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. SCHWABE. Mr, Speaker, that
statement is as follows:

I am Theodore Anderson, of Montreal, Mo.,
a farmer and feeder of cattle and hogs. I am
president of the American Pork Producera
Aesociation and president of the Missourl
Live Stock Association. I have spent my en-
tire life on the farm, and I normally feed
1,000 to 1,200 hogs per year, Due to continual
confusion and uncertainty, I have on my
farm at this time fewer hogs than at any
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time In several years, and frankly, I do not
know just what I am going to do the next 12
months,

The producers of hogs are proud and happy
to produce so vital a food product for our
armed forces, our allies, and our civilian pop-
ulation, and we feel that our production rec-
ord is above criticism. Due to our greatly in-
creased production of hogs, there has never
been an actual shortage of pork and any in-
dicated shortage has been due to bungling,
bureaucratic = mismanagement. Alternate
shortages and gluts have been due to Govern-
ment failure to recognize the necessity of a
seasonal variation in hog prices. Hog pro-
ducers want to continue their production,
but it will be impossible unless a straight-
forward, practical program can be adopted.

We as farmers and hog producers are un-
alterably opposed to subsidies being used in
place of a fair market price, because we be-
lieve that it is inflationary and impractical.

We farmers cannot understand why it lsn't
inflationary for the Government to borrow
money to pay a part of the grocery bill for
consumers who are enjoying the present un=-
precedented wage scale, Surely this is true,
for every Government radio broadcast tells
us how many billion dangerous inflationary
dollars they have. If we allow the Govern-
ment to subsidize the consumers now, what
can we expect when less favorable incomes
prevail? Do we want to postpone a part of
their grocery bill for the boys to pay in taxa-
tion after they return from the war?

A consuming public that has money enough
to pay almost any price to a black market or
ridiculously high prices for articles not under
price control certainly has enough money
to pay their grocery bill today. The benefit
of subsidies has apparently not been re-
flected to consumers, and certainly they have
not been reflected to producers.

We helieve that subsidies are employed by
O. P. A. primarily to deprive hog men of the
management of their own business and place
us under Government controls which are
likely to continue not only during, but after,
the war.

These Government controls which accom-
pany subsidies are destroylng confidence of
swine growers and is reducing production and
unnecessarily prolonging the war. We hog
men are opposed to live ceilings because they
give the Washington bureaucrats and dicta-
tors the control of the entire swine industry
and regiment the swine producers in ag un-
American manner. Ceilings will require allo-
cation among producers and among packers.

Realizing the need for some control of
prices, we believe that the proposed meat-"
management plan as developed by the live-
stock and meat industry to be the most effec-
tive plan that has been proposed.

The farmers feel that live hog ceilings are
discouraging and are destroying the standard
successful methods of production and system
of marketing to the detriment of both produc-~
ers and consumers. Live hog ceilings ignore
gquality, make no seasonal variation in pro-
duction costs for hogs and break down pro-
duction and availability of pork products
throughout the year. Live hog ceilings are
destroying our open competitive markets, are
creating black markets, are causing unsatis-
factory and unnecessary confusion in the
movement of live hogs to processors,

As has been said, give the farmer a decent
price for his products in the market place
and there will be no necessity for subsidies.
He is opposed to accepting a Government dole
and forever forcing him to remain an object
of charity.

Subsidy will discourage the production of
food. Let the income of those who till the
soil be brought in line with national income.

During the past few weeks and months
I have listened carefully to arguments
given by the gentleman from Texas [Mr.
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Patman] and other advocates of the sub-
sidy program of the administration, and
it seems to me that many of these argu-
ments are based on fallacies. It is said
that for a few dollars spent for subsidies,
the American people would be saved
many, many times that amount in con-
sumer costs. I wonder if that is ftrue?
It sounds very fine indeed. It is about
as attractive as the argument presented
in a chain letter which I received several
years ago from a friend with the request
that I write five similar letters to that
many friends of mine and remit a dime to
the sender. It all sounded very fine and
I anticipated that I would receive many
dimes from suckers on down the line,
with the possibility, as I-remember, of
getting back over $1,000 in dimes. These
letters went all over the country and
Americans, many of them intelligent
businessmen, fell for this proposition be-
cause it offered something for nothing.
Is it not true in this case of subsidies, we
are again falling for a proposition that
offers us something for nothing and
which is doomed to failure because of
the hidden or little noticed fallacy in the
argument propounded?

It is also said that in processing, the
larger the price received by the producer,
the greater the cost to the consumer—
that the cost is pyramided thus—that if
eggs bringing 50 cents per dozen to the
producer, after going through the dehy-
drating process selling for $1, would
represent a 100-percent processing cost,
that eggs selling for 60 cents per dozen
with a 100-percent processing cost, would
result in 60 cents to the processor instead
of 50 cents. Now any child of high-
school age has no trouble in detecting the
fallacy in this case. Of course, it can
cost no more to process 60-cent eggs than
it does 50-cent eggs—there is no pyra-
miding in this instance.

There are certain fundamentals which
Americans must adhere to and put into
practice if we are to avoid the pitfalls
that will result from centralization in
the Federal Government, usurpation of
legislative and judicial prerogatives by
the Executive, resulting in directives
being issued by hordes of -bureaucrats.
Another genfleman from Texas, Judge
Hatton W. Sumners, has called atten-
tion to the fact that we Americans, re-
gardless of our politics, must adopt a
basic philosophy of taking care of our
problems locally if possible and not pass-
ing on economic, social, and political
problems in ever-increasing numbers to
the National Government.

During the 1920’s most of us were
trying to live off of returns from invest-
ments. Our neighbors were buying
stocks and bonds and we were trying
to do as little work and extending our
efforts as little as possible. Most of us
wanted to be parasites and let the other
fellow make our living. We went on a
spree, had a good time, but pay day
came with the result many of us who
could least afford it lost our life’s sav-
ings. Great suffering and sacrifice took
place and it seems that we should have
learned the lesson that we could not get
something for nothing. But during the
1930’s and so far during the 1940's under
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the New Deal administration, we have
been doing the same thing under another
name and in g different way. We have
practiced the doctrine of scarcity and
have tried pump priming, have tried to
borrow our way to prosperity and have
spent more year after year than we have
taken in. Some of our crackpot econ-
omists have told us that it makes no dif-
ference how much our national debt in-
creases, how high it soars, so long as we
keep up our national income, that we
need have no fear about private enter-
prise or our system of competition, that
our capitalistic system cannot be de-
stroyed. We cannot kill it, they say,
and so we have been passing on to
future generations the payment of the
bills it is our duty and right to assume
as we go along, The spree which we en-
joyed during the 1920’s is nothing com-
pared with the grand orgy of indulgence
that is taking place on a much larger
scale during the past few years.

One striking difference is that it was
private initiative that was on the spree
before, now it is the administration. Be-
fore, it was corporate enterprise extend-
ing itself too far; now it is our duly
elected Executive and his many ap-
pointees who are sanctioning the far-
reaching economic experiments. Those
of us who are still sober realize that pay
day will again come in one form or an-
other, and that the solution is for us to
adopt a basic philosophy on the part of
the individual citizen of giving value re-
ceived for that which he gets and not be
continually striving to get something for
nothing.

Mr. Speaker, the farmers of my district
are utterly opposed to subsidies even
though it might appear on the surface
that they will benefit from certain of
them, The arguments used in debating
subsidies are all in favor of the con-
sumer, chiefly in the large cities where
the electoral vote is greatest. However,
T would like to make the observation right
here, judging from the recent indications
at the polls, that the consumers are no
longer being fooled by the promise of im-
mediate benefits. They have felt the
pinch of taxes in recent months and are
becoming aware of the fact that the day
of reckoning is not far off,

Listen to another dirt farmer, Mr, John
Brandt, of Benton County, Mo., who has
farmed all his life and who is president
of his county farm association:

I just want to express my opinion in re-
gard to the recent urge on Congress by the
administration.

Obviously referring to President
Roosevelt’s recent message.

I think this is something that should
never be done, because if labor cannot pay
for its food and clothing now, with such sky-
high wages, when will they ever be able to
pay for their food? When the deflation
comes after the war? It all looks to me like
plain politics to please organized labor and
make them vote solidly for the New Deal
next year—all at the expense of the bank-
rupt Federal Treasury.

The farmers would much prefer not to get
subsidy payments from the bankrupt Treas-
ury, but would much rather have farm prod-
uce prices in line with labor and the prod-
ucts the farmer has to buy and let labor and
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otrers pay for their food now when they
are able to do so. Where will Uncle Sam get
the money to put everybody on relief or
W. P. A. when the war is over?

Again, may we hear the words of the
manager of a grain, feed, and millers’
association, Mr. A, H. Mainershagen, as
follows:

I know you are getfing a lot of letters in
reference to voting for the above-mentioned
bill which eliminates the paying of subsldies
on farm products. The majority of farmers
and grain men would like to go back to the
old way of doing business and not being paid
subsidies for everything they raise. If all
grains would be allowed to advance in com-
parison to the present wages that the Gov-
ernment is paying, subsidies would probably
not be thought of. It is not good common
sense to have to pay people to raise more prod-
uce. If the cost of administering the ex-
penses of paying these supsidies would be
considered, we would probably find that the
administration expense connected with sub-
sidies would be greater than the subsidy paid.
It would mean additional help, more Gov-
ernment in business, and this is just the
thing we want to get away from. I don't
think it would stop inflation which has been
pointed out by the economists. I feel that
the Government is causing Inflation by pay-
ing the unreasonable wages they pay at the
munition plants, This is causing a hardship
on al® industry. ’

I hope that you will go down the line
with the majority of the voters in your dis-
trict and vote for House bill No. 3458.

Mr. MUNDT. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr, SCHWABE. Yes.

Mr. MUNDT. Mr. Speaker, I congrat-
ulate the gentleman on the splendid
statement that he is making. I was talk-
ing this morning with the State secre-
tary of agriculture of the State of South
Dakota, Mr. Everson. He told me that
he was present at the meeting at the
Senate hearing this morning on the
matter of subsidies. He said that he
was amazed at the unanimity of the pro-
test of producers of the country against
the Roosevelt subsidy program; that the
farmers wanted the country to distinctly
understand, if there are to be subsidies,
they are to be consumer subsidies and
not producer subsidies; that they are
not asking the taxpayers to assume the
cost of food subsidies in this country.

Mr. SCHWABE. I thank the gentle-
man for his contribution.

Mr. Speaker, there have been in-
stances in the case of certain critical war
materials such as copper, where the
benefits of a subsidy were advantageous
in the present emergency to overcome
the inequities of the low- and high-cost
mines. But farm subsidies are not so
simple. First of all, the farmer is not a
bookkeeper and does not have the time
and money to employ the kind of help
needed to cope with the governmental
regulations, nor the gas to be traveling
back and forth to Government agencies
for explanation. He must be on the job
from dawn to dark and the constant
annoyances of bureaucratic decrees after
his day’s work are entirely beyond his
ken or inclination. The New Deal econ-
omists who have gained their knowledge
of farming from books and statistical
charts with their usual inaccuracies,
have no conception of the problems of
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the average farmer of 180 acres. He has
learned his job the hard way, through
practical experience, and he speaks an
entirely different language than the New
Deal economic advisers.

It seems the administration does not
take into account the wishes, desires, or
advice of those who by experience, abil-
ity, and training are best qualified to
make regulations of a particular business
or industry. I remember last summer,
one day one of our Congressmen from
the State of Iowa, called at the office of
the O. P. A. to see if he could not get
some encouragement on the farm ma-
chinery outlook. Without adequate
machinery, . the Iowa corn crop was
jeopardized. This particular Congress-

‘man was told not to worry because O.

P. A. had just received word that a boun-
tiful supply of hand hoes would be gvail-
able in time for cultivation of the Iowa
corn crop. One can but wonder as to
the background and exXperience of this
particular bureaucrat. He must have
been one of those New York or Chicago,
or 1600 Pennsylvania Avenue farmers.

Repeatedly the New Deal has attempt-
ed to regiment and regulate the farmer.
During peace times, we have practiced
the doctrine of scarcity and experienced
the coming and going of the N. R. A,,
and now during time of war, comes the
most grandiose of all schemes thus far
advanced, to put everybody—producers,
processors, and consumers—directly or
indirectly, on the Government pay roll.
The administration would have it ap-
pear to each of these three groups that
he is being especially and particularly
favored, whereas, as a matter of actual
fact, the simple truth is, :he Treasury of
the United States, that great American
Santa Claus, good old Uncle Sam, in
reality our boys, who we hope will be re-
turned some day, our children and our
grandchildren, are the ones who will be
holding the sack.

I had the privilege on September 2 of
attending a meeting in Kansas City, Mo.,
of the Livestock Producers’ Association
of America, where some 2,000 farmers
from all over the West were assembled.
About a score of Congressmen and Gov-
ernors were on the platform. Next to
me sat Senator O'MaHONEY, of Wyoming,
who received a number of telegrams dur-
ing the day from Washingion. One of
them which was from Marvin Jones,
War Food Administrator, was read to the
audience; it high lighted the entire meet-
ing in that it led those in attendance
to believe that the Administration con-
templated no ceilings on livestock. The
livestock producers present that day felt
this to be quite a note of encouragement
and expressed their joy with enthusiasm.
However, only 9 days thereafter, Septem-
ber 11, an order was dated from the
0. P. A,, announcing ceilings on live pork.
Surely this order was in the making at
least 9 days, and later on in the month
of September, we learned that ceilings
on live cattle also were contemplated.
This is a practical example of how one
agency, in this case the Food Adminis-
trator, said one thing while another, the
0. P, A, actually had the authority and
said another, BSince then Mr. Jones has

9609

testified before various congressional
committees, but what confidence can we
place in his words when he has no au-
thority. The Fulmer bill would provide
for a Federal Food Administrator with
power over all agencies having to do with
food and would go a long way toward
correcting the existing evils.

Mr. PHILLIPS. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. SCHWABE. Yes.

Mr. PHILLIPS. In connection with
what the gentleman has just stated re-
garding the statements made at the
meeting and subsequent announcement
of policy, has the gentleman read a
transcript of the meat hearings in which
representatives of the O. P. A, said that
the plan would not be put into effect
until they had consulted with the in-
dustry, while at the same time the plan
was being signed in downtown Washing-
ton?

Mr. SCHWABE. Yes; I have read
those hearings. I thank the gentleman
for his contribution.

Those who oppose subsidies, conscien-
tiously do so for two reasons. First, sub-
sidies are economically unsound. Sec-
ond, they tend toward paternalism. Any
farmer or other producer, any processor
or thoughtful consumer, realizes it is
easier and less costly, to let the con-
sumer pay his food bill, even at a slightly
increased price, than to raise the money
through taxation to pay consumer sub-
sidies. A cent per pound or per dozen
or per bushel more to the producer may
mean the bulk of his profit; it may repre-
sent 20, 30, or 40 percent profit to him,
while to the consumer it is only ancther
cent. Then, too, there 1s a lot of lost
motion and friction and administrative
cost necessitating increased hordes of
employees on the public pay roll to ad-
minister the subsidies. Mortgaging our
future and pledging the earnings of fu-
ture generations, involving the payment
of interest, is a factor not to be over-
looked. For example, if we borrow
$5,000,000,000 a year and pay it back,
say, in 20 years, the interest alone would
emount to as much as the principal.

Now, our consumers, according to the
statement by the administration, have
a greater income today per capita than
ever before in our history and are plenty
capable of paying their food bill. Any
high-school boy or girl knows it is bet-
ter business to pay for a necessity now
if able to do so, rather than defer an
obligation to a later date. Any busi-
nessman, any banker, will tell you not to
borrow money or create an interest-
bearing obligation unless absolutely nec-
essary. How different the attitude of our
New Deal administration. Where this
philosophy will lead to, no one knows.
We can say, however, quite positively,
that to take advantage of the people in
a time of war and to thrust down the
throats of our Congress such an eco-
nomically unsound proposal under the
guise of war necessity, and to undertake
to sell the people the idea of subsidies as
a war measure to hold the line and
avoid inflation unfits the present admin-
istration for the responsibility that is
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theirs, and they should be relieved of
their trust.

The second fundamental reason we
oppose a system of subsidies is that they
tend toward paternalism; the scheme is
contrary to traditional American prin-
ciples of free enterprise and our system
of open competition., We have pro-
gressed for a long while operating under
the fundamental laws of supply and de-
mand, and we should go slowly and pro-
ceed with utmost caution in interfering
with the best system we have ever
known.,

From the viewpoint of the producer,
processor, and consumer, and looking at
the matter objectively, as an American
citizen who wishes a free country with
the opportunity and the incentive for
our children to produce and to advance,
we cannot but oppose subsidies. Our
dream is still that of Thomas Jefferson’s
who thought of utopia as a prosperous
community of farmers, an America of
free and independent people. Our farm-
ers want to be relieved of the shackles
of governmental control; they want a
free and independent agriculture again,
at least the cost of production, and en-
couragement that they will receive a
fair price, so that they will have enough
incentive to induce them to produce
bountifully.

When will our people cease to fall for
such seemingly attractive schemes?
When will they quit trying to lift them-
selves by their own bootstraps? People
would have fallen for such arguments as
the administration now advances a few
years ago, but now they have lost faith
and confidence in our administration’s
leaders, with all their bureaus and hand-
ing out of directives. And so we find
our citizens skeptical and very cautious
this time. They are indeed slow to fall
for seemingly foolproof schemes such
as this subsidy proposal. There is one
encouraging sign, they still have confi-
dence in their Congress. Let us repre-
sent them truly. The only excuse for
our being here is that all of the people
cannot come to Washington. They are
opposed to subsidies and may we not let
them down; may we demonstrate by our
votes that we are worthy of their con-
fidence.

Fortunately, the farmer’s contact with
the laws of nature has endowed him with
a sense of the true value of things and he
is not so easily confused with words and
formal declarations of the New Deal
strategists who never for a minute over-
look the political implications of a seem-
ing gratuity to the voting consumer. He
applies the principles of a problem of a
wider scope to the homely principles of
his early, sound moral training and the
laws of supply and demand, and when
they do not measure up to these funda-
mentals that have been tested and not
found wanting, he soon rejects them as
false and realizes their ultimate end will
mean retracing when the going will not
be so good. He is suspicious of anything
that is handed him for nothing. He has
long since learned that this is a cold,
calculating world, and that everything
given has its price, even though it may
not show at the moment. They have seen
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all the ducking, dodging, juggling acts of
the New Deal before and are fuily con-
scious of how they will end, in greater
bureaucratic control and an even more
serious raid of the Treasury which will
have to be paid in the future by our serv-
icemen who are giving their all for the
freedom of the world, while here at home
freedom is gradually being sucked in by a
great octopus of socialistic, governmental
exploitation.

Mr. BENNETT of Missouri.
Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr, SCHWABE. Yes.

Mr. BENNETT of Missouri. The gen-
tleman is quite an expert on matters of
interest to dgriculture, and it is obvious
that he has made a profound study of
this partidular question of subsidies. I
think I should rise to congratulate the
gentleman upon the work that he is do-
ing for the farmers of our State of Mis-
souri,

Mr. SCHWABE. I thank the gentle-
man., ;

Mr. PHILLIPS. The gentleman has
made a very fine statement on subsidies
and I want to ask the gentleman if it
is not his belief that without the sub-
sidy program, that is, if we had a satis-
factory handling of the Food Adminis«~
tration, without the subsidy program
which is about to be imposed on the
country, the consumer would not actu-
ally be better off.

Mr. SCHWABE. It certainly appears
that way to me. At least our national
debt would be less and I doubt if the
consumer would notice any appreciable
increase in commodity prices traceable
to there being no subsidy program,

Mr. McCORMACK. Forgetting the
question of subsidies at the moment, does
the gentleman believe in price control
during the war?

Mr. SCHWABE. Yes, to a certain ex-
tent. For example, I believe in control
of the demand by consumers of meat.
This is done by the use of the red ra-
tion stamps. This would help solve the
problems of livestock producers.

Mr. McCORMACK, Of course, the
law of supply and demand during war is
usually disturbed by reason of the un-
usual demands for war purposes; that is
s0, is it not?

Mr. SCHWABE. Oh, surely.

Mr. McCORMACK. Now, in the case
where, and I am only trying to get infor-
mation and I would like to get the gen-
tleman’s view, in the case where the
demand for these food commodities or
products is much larger than the supply
under existing conditions, what would
happen to the price level,if there was
not some control?

Mr. SCHWABE. It is simply a differ-
ence in the way we would like to go about
it, I am sure the gentleman from Mas-
sachusetts is sincere and, of course, the
Members of the minority are also sincere.
We all want to produce more. That is
our objective. It is simply that we dis-
agree as to the way we should go about
accomplishing our objective. If prices
rise and at the same time production in-
creases we need have no great fear of
inflation.

Mr.
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Mr. HOFFMAN. Will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. SCHWABE. I yield to the gentle-
man from Michigan.

Mr, HOFFMAN. In connection with
the observation that the gentleman from
Massachusetts [Mr. McCormack] made,
as long ago as 1940, in November, a bill
was introduced from the minority side
which would have fixed and stabilized
the prices of wages and things, But
the majority side would not listen to any
fixing of wages at that time. They said
they did not want Congress to pass on if.
They were going to leave it to the Presi-
dent. Ever since that time the Presi-
dent has hiked wages, but all the time
he has wanted to hold the prices of farm
products down. Of course, you cannot
stabilize one without stabilizing the other
and make it work anyway.

Mr. PHILLIPS. Will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. SCHWABE. I yield.

Mr. PHILLIPS, I call attention of the
leader of the majority side that there
has been no request I know of on this
side of the House for the removal of
price control. Suggestion has been made
in very great sincerity, but the majority
side just completely ignored it, that we
should have started and should now re-
turn to the program which was in effect
in World War No. 1, which was inaugu-
rated and put into effect at that time
by the same party to which the majority
leader belonged, which was an efficient
program. I am sure the majority leader
does not stand on this floor to defend in-
efficiency, to defend duplication, to de-
fend the cutting down of production,
and to defend mismanagement.

Mr. McCORMACK. Does the gentle-
man defend the prices that existed in
World War No. 1?

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN, Will the
gentleman yield?

Mr., SCHWABE. I yield.

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. Does not
the gentleman feel, what the farmers
want 1o begin with, the farmers of the
Nation do not object to fair ceilings
placed upon their products so long as
that ceiling is not placed so low that it
will interfere with the production of food
that is necessary for the boys on the
fronts.

Mr. SCHWABE. I believe that is in
accordance with the war needs. The
farmer must have sufficient price incen-
tive to encourage adequate production of
food, a vital war necessity.

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. That
especially applies, may I say to the gen-
tleman from Missouri, in regard to but-
terfats.

Mr. SCHWABE. 1 think that is cor=
rect.

Mr. LANDIS. Imight cite, just to give
an example of what kind of price con-
trol we are up against, the case of the
California pea grower who did not get
enough because the ceiling was not high
enough to pay for the labor to pick the
peas.

Mr. PHILLIPS. - Will the gentleman
yield?

Mr., SCHWABE. 1 yield.
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Mr. PHILLIPS. Will you also include
several thousand acres of carrots which,
thanks to the Food Administration, rot-
ted in the ground in California. I am
sure the majority leader is not defending
that type of food administration.

Mr. McCORMACEK. Does the gentle-
man accept the position of the gentle-
man who has just spoken in his defense
of prices during World War No. 1?

Mr, PHILLIPS. Prices or adminis-
tration?

Mr. McCORMACK.
heard the question,

Mr. PHILLIPS. I heard the question.
But the gentleman from California [Mr.
Paruries] is speaking of the administra-
tion. You have diverted the question to
prices. That was not under discussion.

Mr. McCORMACEK. The gentleman
made an observation .referring to the
prices during World War No. 1. I am
asking the question now if the gentleman
approves of World War No. 1 prices at
the present time?

Mr. PHILLIPS. I am very willing to
discuss prices with the majority leader.
I ask that they be placed on a comparable
basis. That is not being done by the
majority side.

Mr., McCORMACK. The gentleman
has not answered the question. He
brought up the prices during World War
No. 1. I ask the gentleman, he having
indicated or offered that as an illustra-
tion of what would be a proper condition
to exist now, I ask the gentleman if he
approves of World War No. 1 prices at
the present time. The gentleman has
not answered the question yet.

Mr. HOFFMAN. Mr. Speaker, a par-
liamentary inquiry. Mr. Speaker, I would
like to know who has the floor, and what
the question is.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from
Missouri has the floor.

Mr., McCORMACK. Everybody un-
derstands who has the floor except the
gentleman from Michigan.

Mr. SCHWABE. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Wisconsin [Mr. MuRrrayl.

Mr. MURRAY of Wisconsin. I think
what the gentleman from Missouri is
trying to point out is that he is not
complaining about having price con-
trol. What he is objecting fo is the un-
fairness with which it is being put into
operation. That is so evident in so
many ways, that we are supposed to
have price control and we are supposed
to have equal distribution of food.
Neither one of those things is being put
into operation by the present manipu-
ldtions of the O. P. A. The reasons
that they are not are many, and if they
were put into operation it would not be
possible for the man with the price to go
downtown and buy himself a gallon of
cream and make all the butter he wants,
without any points; and yet if his wife
goes to the store she has to pay 5 points
for a little cottage cheese that is made
out of skimmed milk. In other words,
there is nobody that has stood up
against the old grindstone. They are
afraid to put a ceiling on beef cattle.

It is just like the situation in India.
There it is supposed to be a sacred ani-
mal; but they can put a ceiling on hogs

The gentleman
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and they will shove it right down their
throats without a word on their part.

Mr. HOFFMAN. Mr. Speaker, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. SCHWABE. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Michigan.

Mr. HOFFMAN. One thing that
some of us at this time object to is this
proposition of rolling back prices in
order to buy the labor vote. We do nof;
like that. We say you should allow
lahor to go along with the rest of us,
with this agreement—1I will not call it a
conspiracy, as the gentleman from Texas
[Mr, Parman] last night referred to the
Republican program—I will not call it
a conspiracy. It is just sort of a hard
and fast agreement whereby the admin-
istration raises the wages of the factory
workers in return for the endorsement
which the administration recently had
of the C. 1. O. leadership. It is just
what we think looks like a raw deal.

Mr, SCHWABE, May I say to the
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr,
McCormack]l we did a pretty good job
of winning World War No. 1. The point
is that we did win and now it is up to us
to adopt measures that will win this one.
We are all out for production which is
all important today.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
time of the gentleman from Missouri
[Mr. ScawaBe] has expired.

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

Mr. PATMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to revise and extend

- my remarks today and those that I will

make today, and to extend my remarks
and include therein certain statements
and excerpts.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no chjection.

The SPEAKER. Under previous or-
der of the House, the gentleman from
Texas [Mr. Patman] is recognized for 30
minutes.

Mr. PATMAN. Mr. Speaker——

Mr. LANDIS. Mr., Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. PATMAN, I yield for a unani-
mous-consent request.

Mr. LANDIS. Will the gentleman
yield for a question that I have to ask?

Mr, PATMAN. Oh, let me get started
first.

Mr. HOFFMAN. Will the gentleman
yield for a unanimous-consent request?

Mr. PATMAN. Yes; I yield for a
unanimous-consent request.

Mr. HOFFMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that I may extend
my remarks in the ReEcorp and include a
newspaper article in reply to what the
gentleman is about to say.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

SUBSIDIES

Mr. PATMAN. Mr. Speaker, the ques-
tion of World War No. 1, was brought
up and the gquestion of prices in World
War No..1 and World War No. 2. I want
to mention one commodity and compare
the prices paid now as compafed with
the prices paid then. That one commod-
ity goes into the cost of living of every
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family, That commodity is sugar. We
are taking into consideration the amount
of sugar consumed in this country in
1942, compared with during the World
War. We paid $2,871,000,000 less for
sugar in 1942 than we would have paid
for the same quantity in World War
No. 1. During the two years 1942 and
1943, presuming the consumption of
sugar will continue during the last three
months, as during the first three quar-
ters, our savings on sugar alone, com-
pared with the last World War will be
$5,871,000,000.

Mr, KEEFE. Mr, Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. PATMAN. Walit just a moment
please,

The amount of subsidy the President
asked for, that he wanted to be used, was
$800,000,000; that is for all food pro-
grams. That would be $6.08 per capita.
The savings on sugar alone compared
with the last war are $21.75 per capita;
so the question of subsidy looks as though

.it might be favorable to the consumer.

Mr. KEEFE. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield at that particular point?

Mr. PATMAN. Let me finish on sugar,

In June, 1920, there was a recorded
price on sugar by the Department of
Agriculture for a family of 3 of $69.33 per
year compared with $17.67 in 1942 and
1943. A family of 5 in June, 1920, paid
$115.55 but in 1942-43 only $29.43; in
other words we could save nearly $6,000,-
000,000 in 2 years on one item, just sugar
alone.

Mr, Speaker, I do not liké subsidies;
I do not like the word “subsidy,” and
people are being .told it is an obnoxious
word, an offensive word; but I am con-
vinced there is no alternative for keep-
ing down the cost of living and en-
couraging production excepf through the
use of subsidies.

Mr. Speaker, I now yield to the gentle-
man from Wisconsin,

Mr. EEEFE. The gentleman has
made what appears to be a fair state-
ment in respect to sugar. Will the gen-
tleman explain——

Mr, PATMAN. Just ask the question,
if you please.

Mr. EEEFE. But I have got to lay
a premise in order to give the gentleman
an understanding as to what I am going
to ask.

Mr. PATMAN. I have the under-
standing; go ahead. 4

Mr. KEEFE, Will the gentleman ex-
plain the effect of subsidies on the price
of sugar as between the price of sugar
in World War No. 1 and the price of
sugar today? That is the information
we should like to have.

Mr. PATMAN. There are two factors
which enter into it—subsidies and price
control.

Mr. EEEFE, I want the gentleman to
make a general statement on the part
subsidies played.

Mr. PATMAN. Just give me a chance
and I will.

We import four-fifths of our sugar; I
believe that is conceded. Our beet- and
cane-sugar producers cannot compete
with this imported sugar that is pro-
duced by cheap labor down here in the
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islands, and we have to pay our domestic
growers a little extra bonus, or a sub-
sidy, we will call it, of about a cent a
pound. That is on just about one-fifth
of the sugar that is consumed in Amer-
ica. That saves us a cent a pound on

~the other four-fifths. Just common
arithmetic will show anyone that that is
a big saving, a big saving. Now, if we
do what you gentlemen in the minority
are advocating—raise the price so as to
take care of domestic sugar—we would
have to raise the price to the sugar grow-
ers on the islands—people who do not
need it. They are already making
enormous profits. Most of those sugar
plantations are owned by New York
banks, by the New York “farmers.” So,
by advocating that we raise the price
on the domestic sugar, we will at the
same time have to raise the price on the
imported sugar. So there is where a sub-
sidy is directly to the benefit of the Amer-
ican consumer of sugar, and that is the
only way on earth you can do it. If
anyone can tell me any other way, I shall
be happy to yield.

The other factor is price control. I
do not like price control either; it is regi-
mentation, certainly it is; but in war
time we have got to accept some things
we do not like, something bad often-
times to keep from having to take some-
thing worse. Often in times of peace
conditions and situations arise where
these things will occur, but everyone, I
presume, who has studied the question
is in favor of price control. I cannot
conceive &f a person’s saying that we
sheuld not have price control. If we
have price control we.are going to have
a lot of regulations and rules that we
do not understand, and a lot of things
will be done that we do not like, and a
lot of things are going to be done that
should aot be done, and a lot of mistakes
are going to be made, because we are
dealing with millions and millions of
commodities and articles; that is why.
‘We must expect these things to be done,
and, by reason of that subsidy, by reason
of that price control, the consumers of
America on sugar alone, just that one
item, will save over five and one-half bil-
lions of dollars in two years' time.

Mr. RIZLEY. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. PATMAN. I yield to the gentle-
man from Oklahoma.

Mr. RIZLEY. Would the gentleman
in his extension of remarks, put in a
comparison of prices in 1918, during the
second year of World War No, 1, with
current prices? I notice the gentleman
used the year 1920,

Mr. PATMAN. I would be delighted
to do that; it will appear in the RECORD
tomorrow.

BUGAR PRICE NOW AND DURING WORLD WAR NO. 1

History is the best teacher of what has
happened to this country through uncon-
trolled prices and what may happen again
if the Congress does not provide subsidies
to restrain increases in the cost of living.
During and following World War No. 1
prices were not controlled and as a conse-
quence they got far out of bounds. The
American people were compeiled to pay
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through the nose, and business institu-
tions by the score went bankrupt. Sur-
pluses of thousands of retailers, whole-
salers, and manufacturers were sacrificed
in an endeavor to shoulder the storm fol-
lowing the collapse of commodity prices.

I do not Believe any Member of Con-
gress will want to assume the responsibil-
ity for a similar occurrence in this war if
he realizes what consumers had to pay
and business had to suffer—losses of
hundreds of millions because there was
no control over the rapidly advancing
market prices. Families had to pay un-
conscionable prices which cost them,
conservatively figured, $6,820,000,000
over present prices for food alone, and
about $9,792,000,000 taking cost of living
into consideration in 1943. Prices were
in a chaotic condition. Manufacturers,
wholesalers, and retailers were com-
pletely at sea to control the situation.

Sugar, for illustration, during and im-
mediately following World War No. 1,
would jump as much as $5 a bag of 100
pounds in a week or two, rising from less
than $7 a bag to $28 at the refinery. The
retail price of sugar leaped from around
8 cents a pound in 1918 to as much as 35
cents in 1920, almost four and a half times
the 1918 prices.

To provide a background of sugar
prices, the consumption in 1942 was 4,-
561,251 tons of 2,240 pounds, or a total
of 10,217,202,240 pounds. The national
average retail price in 1942 and 1943, ac-
cording to the Department of Labor, was
stablized at 6.8 cents a pound.

This price compares with 9.7 cents na-

tional average in 1918; 11.3 in 1919; 19.4
in 1920. The high average price for any
month in 1920 recorded by the Depart-
ment of Labor was 26.7 a pound in June,
The Department’s records show that
svgar sold for 34.6 cents in Los Angeles
in July 1920 while Mr. Gerrit Vander
Hooning, fromer president of the Na-
tional Association of Retail Grocers, in-
formed.me he sold it in his store in Grand
Rapids, Mich., at 35 cents. Other author-
ity has told me this price prevailed in
other States.

If the American housewives are called
upon again, without subsidies as a check
on rising prices, or without controlled
prices, to pay such high prices for sugar
alone as 35 cents a pound it will cost
them $3,576,020,784. In place of that,
however, they have paid during 1942 and
in 1943 an average of only 6.8 cents a
pound, which would mean a cost of $704,-
985,954.56, in comparison with 1920,

NEARLY SIX BILLIONS SAVED 1942-43

In other words, with unrestrained
pricing and no stabilization in the first
war, the people of this country would
have paid out in 1942, $2,871,034,830 more
for sugar and at the same rate this year
based on the 35 cents a pound., In the
past 2 years, therefore, the lower prices
to consumers will be $5,871,034,830 on
sugar alone because of price stabilization.

On sugar alone in 1942 it would have
cost consumers three and a half times the
$800,000,000 President Roosevelt is asking
in the Way of subsidies to place prices of
food on a stable basis to avoid price in-
flation of 1920. With 1943 closing there
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will be even a greater saving than the
$2,871,034,830 for the reason that more
sugar will be consumed as the War Food
Administration has released more on a
rationing basis than prevailed in 1942,
In the face of these facts and figures,
what will the Congress do? Tell the
American people to pay $704,985,954.56
for sugar with a subsidy of $800,000,000,
or more than $2,871,034,830.
COST OF SUBSIDY COMPARED WITH INCREASED
FRICE

This $800,000,000 subsidy proposal rep-
resents an average cost of $6.06 per cap-
ita based on 132,000,000 population
whereas the additional cost for sugar
alone at 1920 prices of 35 cents a pound
means a per capita cost of $21.75 in com-
parison, or $15.69 more per capita with-
out price regulation should prices again
skyrocket as they did from 1918 to 1920,
as seems reasonable to expect in view of
past experiences without regulation,

Can the country afford that kind of a
drain on the pocket of the American
people, especially the lower income
groups who usually have the largest fam-
ilies and can least afford to pay this
higher cost?

SUBSIDIES OR INFLATION

To demonstrate more concretely the
difference between regulated prices
which subsidies are intended to control
and to avoid inflationary prices—which
are sure to follow if conditions of the last
war reappear as seems almost certain—
here are some convincing facts. This
table shows the per capita consumption
of sugar in pounds; the average price as
supplied by the Department of Labor;
the per capita yearly cost from 1918 to
1920; the highest official reported cost
in 1920 reported by the Department of
Labor; the highest price of sugar re-
corded in grocery stores in some cities,
compared with the stable prices which
have prevailed throughout 1942-43.

Per - . 3
: Yearly| Cost |Yearly

capita| Cost Per
Year | con- | per el%s: m?:; a ‘i?osr" capita
e vound) oanita (194243 capita | S8VINE

L3

1018 ... 73,36 |$0.007 | $7.12 (80,068 | $4.00 | $2.13
1019 ...5: 85,43 113 | 9.65| .008 | 681 3. 84
19201 ... 86, 56 14 | 16.79 | .068 b.80 10, 90
10202 ____ 86, 56 267 | 23,11 L068 | 5.89 17,22
19203 .. 86, 56 35 30,80 | .068 5._89 24.41

1 Highest average price in 1920 reported by Depart-
ment of Labor,

? Highest price reported In June 1920 by Department
of Labor.

# Highest price reached in some cities by Department
of Labor and other authorities.

To illustrate in another way the cost
of sugar to families based on the varying
prices which prevailed in the last war
and how they compare in 1942 and 1943
with stabilized prices, I have here a table
which discloses the cost to families of
two to five. Those hayving larger fam-
ilies would be in proportion. Briefly
stated, however, these facts stand out:

FAMILY PRICE COMPARED

A family of three in 1918 paid $21.36
for sugar compared with $14.27 in 1942-
43, while a family of five pdid out $35.60
in the same year against $24.95 in 1942-
43,
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A family of three in 1919 paid $28.95
compared with $17.43 in 1942-43, while
a family of five paid $83.95 in 1919, as
compared with $29.05 in 1942-43,

A family of three in 1920, at the high-
est average price reported by the Depart-
ment of Labor, paid $50.37 for sugar,
compared with $17.67 in 1942-43, while
a family of five paid $83.95 compared
with $29.45.

A family of three in June 1920, the
highest recorded price for sugar by the
Department of Labor, paid $69.33, com-
pared with $17.67 in 1942-43, while a
family of five paid $115.55, compared
with $29.45 in 194243,

A family of three in 1920 paid, at the
highest retail price reported in some
cities, $90.90, compared with $17.67 in
1942-43, while a family of five paid
$151.50, compared with $29.45 in 1942-
43.

In 194243 the price of sugar remained
constant at 0.068 cents a pound whereas
from 1918 to 1920 the price of sugar ad-
vanced rapidly from 0.097 average in
1918 to as high as 35 cents in June 1920.
The comparative cost of families of two
to five between 1918-20 and 1942-43 is as
follows:

Family of 2 Family of 3
Year i -
1918-20 | 1942-43 | 1918-20 | 194243
§0.98 | §21.36 £14.97
11. 62 28.85 17.43
11.78 &0, 37 17.67
11.78 69. 33 17. 67
178 60. 80 17,67
Family of 4 Family of &
Ygar
1018-20 | 1042-43 | 1618-20 | 1942-43
it e $28.48 | $10.06 | §35.60 $24.95
D11 me st e 3 38, 60 2.4 48, 25 « 20.05
16201, 67. 16 25, 50 83. 85 20.45
10202 02,44 25,56 | 115,556 20,45
16203 121. 20 23.56 | 151,50 20,45

1 Highest average price in 1920 by Department of Labor.,
#Highest price repdrted in June 1920 by Department of
L!;I;gﬁ'ghcst price reported by Department of Labor in
some cities and other authorities.
NEARLY $3,000,000,000 A YEAR SAVING ON SUGAR
ALONE

It should be understood the $2,871,-
034,830 representing increased cost is for
sugar alone. There are many other food
products involved which enfer into the
cost of living., All of them were rela-
tively higher during the first war and
immediately thereafter than they are
today.

Sugar represents but 1 percent of the
average food outlay per capita—Depart-
ment of Labor. The comparison of the
food-cost index from 1918 to 1920, com-
pared with 1941 to 1943 is as follows:

1918...- 134.4
1919 ceeam 149.8
1920. = -- 168.8
1941 105.5
1942 2 123.9
1943 (9 months) 138.1

The total outlay for food in 1942, based
on Department of Commerce figures,
was $27,600,000,000, or 21.8 percent lower
than in 1919. On the basis of food costs,
therefore, in 1942 there has been a saving
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in price on the part of consumers due to
stabilization of $6,018,000,050.

In 1943, based on estimates of the Dea-
partment of Commerce, food will cost
$31,000,000,000, predicated on 9 months’
calculations, Compare the cost of food
in 1920 with 1943, the increased cost is
22 percent more in 1920, hence a saving
to the public, if 1920 prices were paid, of
$6,820,000,000 because of stabilization,

COST OF LIVING PRICES

The comparison of the cost-of-living
index, including all commodities entering
into such cost, show the following com-~
parison;

1918 107.5
1919 123.8
1920 143.0
1941 105. 2
1942 116.5
1943 e g e o g 123.8

In 1942 the total expenditure for cost-
of-living goods by the consumers of this
country was $54,400,000060. On the
basis of comparative figures in the index
in 1919 with 1942, costs were 6.27 percent
lower in 1942, The consumers paid,
therefore, $3,410,880,000 less for their
cost of living in 1942,

In 1943 the expenditure for cost of liv-
ing goods totaled $61,200,000,000 at 16
percent less than in 1920. This repre-
sents a lower cost by $9,792,000,000 for
consumers.

These facts prove the danger of un-
controlled pricing and what stabilization
means to the consumers of this country.
It is not alone these added living costs
which we must consider but their effect
on constant demands for increased
wages. We are at present wiitnessing this
demand on the part of labor, and, as
Major Bowes, of radio amateurs says,
“around and around she goes; where
she'll stop nobody knows.” This vicious
spiraling must be stopped at all costs,
and since the $800,000,000 is but $6.06 per
man, woman, and child, we can justify
an action that will defeat the proposal
for a subsidy in the eyes of the 132,000,-
000 people?

LOWER INCOME GROUPS SUFFER MOST

The greatest burden will fall on the
lower income groups, the class of people
who have the largest families, Hereina
nutshell is what it means to them:

First, The $2,871,034,830 lower price on
sugar alone means a saving of $21.75 per
capita, $65.25 per family of three, $108.75
per family of five—based on 1943 cost as
compared with the price of 35 cents in
1920,

Second. The saving in food of all kinds
in 19243 of $9,936,000,000 represents a
per capita saving of $75,23, $225.69 per
family of three, $376.15 per family of five
based on estimated sales of $31,000,000,-
000 by the United States Department of
Commerce. 2

Third. The saving on $61,200,000,000
estimated by the United States Depart-
ment of Commerce as total cost-of-living
expenditure for 1943 of $9,792,000,000
would make the per capita $74.18, $222.54
for a family of three, $370.90 for a family
of five.

Fourth. The cost per capita of $800,-
000,000 subsidy requested by the Presi=

‘years of 1918 to 1920, inclusive.
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dent would represent $6.06 per capita,
$18.18 per family of three, $30.30 per
family of five.

What the inventory losses were in the
first war to measure what they could be
if subsidies and price regulation are not
provided to ward off another collapse of
the commodity markets cannot be esti-
mated. We do know, however, that they
were in the hundreds of millions of dol-
lars. Sugar, as previously indicated was
sold by refiners at $28 a 100-pound bag
to wholesalers in June of 1920 then
dropped suddenly to about $7 per bag.
We know too, that the retail price
dropped from 35 cents a pound in June
1820 to 101% cents in December 1920, an
average of 8 cents in 1921, causing addi-
tional losses to retailers with surplus
stocks.

SMALL BUSINESS HURT BY DEFLATION FOLLOWING
INFLATION

Wholesalers, other processors, and
distributors all had unusually large
stocks on hand as a rule. Inventory
losses ranged from a few thousand dol-
lars, according to the size of the busi-
ness, to $200,000 for wholesale grocers.
I know of one manufacturer who uses
much sugar in his product who had his
large warehouse full with barrels of
sugar packed 5 high, each containing
about 350 pounds, whose loss was over
$1,000,000. With 4,200 wholesale grocers
alone it will be appreciated that at but
$20,000 average this loss totaled $84,-
000,000, conservatively figured. And
this does not take into consideration the
many thousands of bakeries, processors,
and so forth, who use much sugar in
their operations.

Generally speaking, for all business,
there is an accurate measuring rod to
show how business failures and liabili-
ties increased immediately following the
periods of 1918-20 and 1921-23 when
the commodity markets slumped so ter-
rifically due to declines in prices of all
commodities without any price control.

The total number of failures reported
by Dun & Bradstreet in 1918, 1919, and
1920 was 25,314. The failures beginning
with 1921, when prices started slumping
the latter half of that year and ending
with 1923, were 62,046. Thus we have
an increase of 140 percent in the number
of failures, two-thirds of which were un-
doubtedly due to losses suffered through
shrinking commodity values.

Even more pronounced is the extent of
the increase in liabilities beginning with
1921 and including 1923, which were
300 percent more than the 3 previous
The
losses in this latter period were $571,-
434,000, compared with $1,790,683,000 in
the 3 years following the heavy price de-
clines, or an increase of $1,219,399,000.

There is no way of telling how much
more wages will go up unless prices are
stabilized. It must be obvious that they
will be considerable if wages are to in-
crease with each general increase in
prices in order to meet the added cost
of living. Some 60,000,000 workers are
said to be employed and each dollar-a-
week raise in wages would add $3,120,-
000,000 a year to the pay roll,
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In addition, the Government is the
heaviest purchaser and would have to
meet these increases. Every 1 percent
increase in cost of goods of whatever na-
ture would add 1 billion to each 100
billion spent for the war effort.

BUMMARY

Summarized, Mr. Speaker, here is the
condition which confronts Congress
without regulation of prices through the
assistance of subsidies in certain direc-
tions to hold down the cost of living, and,
of course, wages at the same time:

A. Sugar has been selling at the rate of
$2,871,000,000 lower price in 1942 and 1943
than the highest retail prices prevailing
in 1920. In 2 years it has cost consumers
$5,742,000,000 less because of price sta-
bilization.

B. If the pecople paid for food at the
prices then prevailing in 1919 and 1920,
it would have cost $6,016,800,000 more in
1942 and $9,792,000,000 in 1943, a total of
$15,808,800,000 for 2 years. ]

C. Cost of living in 1919 represented an
increase of $3,410,880,000 over 1942, while
in 1943 on an estimated basis of total
expenditure, the lower price would be
$9,792,000,000, making a total of $13,-
202,880,600 for the 2 years if 1919 and
1920 prices prevailed during 1942 and
1943,

D. The increased failures in business
caused an increase in the liabilities of
$1,219,399,000.

E. Each 1 percent increase in the cost
of food over 1943 prices will add $310,-
000,000 to the people of this country.

F. Every time the cost of living goes up
1 percent, the American people will have
to pay $610,000,000. :

G. On each $100,000,000,000 expended
by the Government for war needs and
other requirements it will have to pay
out $1,000,000,000 more.

The 132,000,000 people are this Gov-
ernment. Is it not good business, there-
fore, to subsidize, to stabilize prices by
voting a subsidy of $800,000,000 at a cost
per capita of only $6.06; $12.12 for a
family of 2; $18.18 for a family of 3;
$24.24 for a family of 4; and $30.30 for a
family of 5, rather than submit to a
probable cost based on 1920 prices of
$100.22 per capita; $200.44 for a family
of 2; $300.66 for a family of 3; $400.88 for
a family of 4, and $501 for a family of 5.
- This does not take into consideration
any increased cost to the Government
for what it buys or anything else, or any
wage increase.

That is our problem, Mr. Speaker.
Which is the obvious way we should vote
pn the confinuation of the Commodity
Credit Corporation with respect to its
continuation and the $800,000,000 sub-
sidy issue?

Mr. MURRAY of Wisconsin.
Bpeaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. PATMAN. I yield.

Mr. MURRAY of Wisconsin. I should
like to have information as to whether
the bill that is about to come from the
gentleman’s committee would prohibit
the subsidizing of sugarbeets.

Mr, PATMAN. It certainly would; it
certainly would. It would prevent the
subsidizing of sugarbeets. And there is
where you gentlemen on the Republican

Mr,
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side put yourselves in a very inconsistent
position, if you will pardon me. I like
every one of you men personally, but as
a party you have your contentions, and
we have ours, and, of course, we will
fight it out; but I think you are making
a great mistake. You are placing your-
selves in the position where you are
against all subsidies, except you have an
exception in there as big as a mule; it is
as big as a mule, and these exceptions
will run not only to tens of millions of
dollars a year but to a hundred million.

Mr. RIZLEY., Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield there?

Mr, PATMAN, I yield.

Mr. RIZLEY. The gentleman indi-
cated that all members of his party were
for this program that the gentleman
has outlined, but does the gentleman
speak authoritatively for all the others?
Does ther gentleman speak authorita-
tively for all the members of the Texas
delegation and all these other Demo-
crats?

Mr. PATMAN. No, not any more than
the gentleman speaks for all the Okla-
homa Members.

Mr. RIZLEY. The gentleman said all
of the party.

Mr. PATMAN. Does not the gentle-
man belong to that group that is fighting
subsidies?

Mr. RIZLEY. Yes, and I am going fo
continue to fight them. I wondered if
the geritleman'’s statement was quite ac-
curate when he said the gentleman’s own
party was for the subsidy program.

Mr. PATMAN. I said it was a party
question.

Mr. LANDIS, Will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. PATMAN. For a question.
Mr. LANDIS. Is the gentleman in fa-
vor of subsidies on oil?
WILL YIELD TO ANYONE WHO CAN OFFER A PLAN
EXCEPT SUBSIDIES TO HOLD DOWN COST OF L1V=
ING AND ENCOURAGE PRODUCTION

Mr, PATMAN. I am in favor of subsi-
dies on anything that will encourage pro-
duction without increasing the cost of
living. You see, we have to have some
kind of standard or guide to go by. I ask
the gentleman now, and I ask any person
present here, if he can name any way
on earth that you can hold down the cost
of living and encourage production with~
out the use of a subsidy? I yield fo any
person who says he has a plan.

Mr. LANDIS. Will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. PATMAN, Does the gentleman
have a plan?

Mr. LANDIS. Just an example.

Mr. PATMAN. Does the gentleman
have a plan that will hold down the cost
of living and encourage production with-
out using a subsidy?

Mr, LANDIS. I will give you an ex-
ample in the canned-goods industry.

Mr. PATMAN, What is that example?

Mr. LANDIS. In the canned-goods in-
dustry we have in the last year paid out
eight-tenths of a cent per can and we
have decreased production in canned
goods over 30 percent. I contend if we
were to give the canning industry 1 cent
per can increase, we would increase pro-
duction and give the consumer the canned

_producing all the copper.
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goods and more canned goods at the same
price or prokably a cheaper price.

Mr. PATMAN. Let me say to the gen-
tleman that he is just as wrong as he
can be. Iam glad he brought up canned
goods. You know, canned goods are
put up all over the United States. Gen-
erally, the price paid for canned goods
was satisfactory and the canners could
make good money. They did not need
any increased price at all. The farmers
were getting a good price for their pro-
duction. But in certain high-priced
areas, like Baltimore or Cleveland where
the cost of production was so much
higher, these canners were being
squeezed out, they were being put out
of business. Now, which is better, raise
all prices up to where these few fellows
could stay in business or give those few
canners a subsidy? We gave them a
subsidy and we are saving many dollars
for every $1 we paid out in subsidies.
Does the gentleman approve of that?

Mr. LANDIS. You could do the same
thing with an increase of 1 cent a can.

Mr. PATMAN. Why increase it all
over the Nation just to take care of a
few hardship cases? I do not care how
much you hate the word “subsidy” or
anything else, it does not make sense to
increase the price all over the Nation
to take, care of a few hardship cases in
various places.

COFFER

Mr. HOLIFIELD. Will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. PATMAN. I yield to the gentle-
man from California.

Mr. HOLIFIELD. Is it not true that
on conper a subsidy was paid to the high-
cost producers? The price of copper was
not raised all over the United States, but
went to the high-cost producers?

Mr. PATMAN. I am glad the gentle-
man mentioned that. Copper is a valu-
able product, We had to have copper;
we needed it; it is a critical material,
and we had to get all the copper pro-
duction we could. About three of the
big copper companies, all of them, were
They were
getting 12 cents a pound, and they were
making big money. They did not need
an increase, and they did not ask for it.
How would you get an increase in copper
production to bring in these high-cost
mines where it would cost 20, 25, or 35
cents a pound to bring them in? Would
you increase all priees up to them?
That does not make sense, No. Just
give the high-cost mines the extra price,
which we did, and for every dollar we
paid out that way we saved $28. That is
not only good sense, it is good business.

Mr. McMURRAY., Will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. PATMAN. I yield to the gentle-
man from Wisconsin,

Mr, McMURRAY, Is it not also true
that if we had used the other method
and raised this price, you would not in-
crease the production of those efficient,
effective, low-cost mines one pound of
copper? In other words, they are now
running at capacity? i

Mr. PATMAN. Why, certainly they
are.



1943

Mr. GAVIN. Will the gentleman yield
to permit an observation?

Mr. PATMAN. No. As much as I like
the gentleman, I cannot yield for that
purpose. I want him to get his own
time.

Mr., GAVIN., Let me ask the gentle-
man then a question. Subsidies require
money, Where are you going to get the
money other than through taxes?
You are looking now for $12,000,000,000
in new money that you cannot find. The
subsidy program may make another two,
three, four, or five billion dollars before
we get through., You are talking about
the dangerous money, the inflationary
trend with $52,000,000,000 of loosé money
lying around. All you are doing with
subsidies is passing that tax burden on
to the boys who are over there fighting
for us at $50 per month. Therefore, I
think the bill should be paid now and
not pass this on to be paid at some later
date.

Mr. PATMAN., I want to commend
the gentleman for bringing up the most
popular question that is usually brought
up on that. I want to thank him for it.
I am really indebted to him for it be-
cause it gives me an opportunity to com-
pletely answer him right here.

What is the answer? Take the copper
that the gentleman mentioned. Well,
we had to borrow that money. We had
to borrow about $30,000,000 to pay the
subsidy on these high-cost mines. That
went into the public debt and the boys
coming back here after they win the war
will have to pay that $30,000,000. I
know that, I concede it.

What would have been the alterna-
tive? If we had not done that, we would
have had to borrow a billion dollars
which the boys, after saving the country
on the battle fronts of the world, would
have had to pay after they come back
here, ould the gentleman prefer that
they pay a billion dollars or just
$20,000,000?

Mr. GAVIN. The gentleman is recit-
ing a lot of confusing figures about
which there might be a lot of argument.

Mr. PATMAN. Wait just a moment.
I am not yielding for a speech.

I assure the gentleman that the figures
I am citing are correct ones, and no in-
formed person disputes them. I can cite
figures on other things that would be just
as astounding as that. So the fact is
that sometimes we have to take some-
thing bad to keep from taking some-
thing worse. It is better to have a $30,-
000,000 debt passed on to them than to
have a billion-dollar debt.

Mr, MocCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. PATMAN. I yield to‘the gentle-
man from Massachusetts.

Mr. McCORMACK. Unless we had
price control, prices would now be two
to two and one-half times what they are.
These very soldiers they are thinking
about, and properly so, when they re-
turn, we are thinking about now in con-
nection with their wives, their mothers,
and their dependents. The purchasing
value of the allotments these soldiers are
making and that the folks at home are
‘receiving would be considerably less
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without a price-control system than it is
now under the price-control program,
with all the defects that exist.

Mr. GAVIN and Mr, BUFFETT rose.

WILL HARM SERVICEMEN'S FAMILIES

Mr. PATMAN. I will not yield to any-
body until I comment on that statement.

That brings up this question: We
raised the allowances and allotments to
the dependents of the servicemen a few
days ago, and that was the right thing
to do. We should have raised them.
Now we come along here and propose a
bill which destroys price control over the
cost of living to the extent that the cost
of living will go way up, and you then
have taken away from them twice as
much as you gave them in that increase.

That is what you are doing, that is what

You are proposing. What about the
other people who do not come in on the
increase in wages and salaries, like the
preachers, the firemen in the cities, and
the policemen and the teachers and the
bookkeepers and the typists and the
other people, including farmers, repre-
senting a large part of the middle class
of our country, who have no increase in
wages or prices? If you succeed in
breaking this price line, you destroy the
value of their wages and their salaries.

Mr, BUFFETT. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from
Nebraska is the only Member of the
House who has addressed the Speaker
before he began to interrupt the gen-
tleman in the Well of the House, so the
Speaker trusts that the gentleman from
Texas will yield to him.

Mr. PATMAN. I will be glad to yield
to him.

Mr. BUFFETT. The gentleman has
mentioned subsidies on copper. The
subsidies on copper were paid only to
those producers who could not produce
at that level.

Mr. PATMAN. The gentleman is
right.

Mr. BUFFETT. In other words, the
subsidy on copper was paid only to the
people who needed it.

Mr. PATMAN. That is right, who
needed it., I thoroughly agree with it.

Mr. BUFFETT., Why does not the
gentleman agree with the same principle
as to subsidies on food, paid only to the
lower-class people who need it?

Mr, PATMAN. They need it to get
production. That is what they want.
They cannot produce at the prices they
would get unless you give them a sub-
sidy. It is the same way on canned
goods, the same way on everything. The
gentleman's question answers itself,
Therefore, I presume the gentleman is
not going to vote with the solid Repub-
lican minority on that.

Mr, BUFFETT. The gentleman is an
adept at twisting my question around.
If that is true, where are the producers
that favor the subsidy proposal?

Mr, PATMAN. They are everywhere.
There are a lot of producers that favor
it, a lot of them. It is not just these
Washington and New York farmers that
are speaking the sentiments of the real
farmers of the country. Some real
farmers doubtless do oppose subsidies.
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We have a lot of Wall Street farmers
down here, and they are telling us how
bad subsidies are. They are taking
them all the time and have been taking
them as long as we have had a Govern-
ment, but you know subsidies are bad
only for the farmers; they are good for
the railroads; they are good for air mail;
they are good for the merchant marine;
they are good for inland waterways;
they are good to help industries through
the protective tariffs; and they are good
for the magazines and newspapers up to
an amount of $100,000,000 a year; but
they are terrible for the farmer, Is not
that awful?

Mr. HOFFMAN. Mr.
the gentleman yield?

Mr. PATMAN. I yield to the gentle-
man from Michigan.

Mr. HOFFMAN. If I get it, what the
gentleman wants to do is to take this
dollar which the housewife or anyone
else has to purchase food, run it through
the Washington bureaucrats, who shave
it 10 cents or 20 or 30, whatever it may
be, and then give it back to them.

Mr. PATMAIN. The gentleman makes
a point there. Who is a Washington
bureaucrat?

Mr. HOFFMAN. The gentleman has
worked hand in hand with them for so
long he ought to know better than I do.
- Mr. PATMAN. The gentleman’s
question has provoked my curiosity. I
will endeaver in my feeble way to an-
swer it the best I can.

Mr. HOFFMAN, Brother Ickes is one
of them.

Mr. PATMAN. Let me answer it.

Mr. HOFFMAN. The gentleman
asked me who they were. I was going
to name some of them—and this man
Fortas.

Mr. PATMAN. I will ask the gentle-
man now to give me just a little time to
expand on it. Who are these bureau-
crats?

Mr. HOFFMAN. Is the gentleman
asking me?

Speaker, will

BUREAUCRATS

Mr. PATMAN. No; I am asking my-
self. I am letting the gentleman go right
now, for the present. Let us take the
W. P. B. Who are the people in charge
in W.P.B.? Inever heard of Mr. Donald
Nelson being accised of being a Demo-
crat. Maybe he is. But he is a mighty
fine man, a good man, and he will emerge
after this war as one of the greatest
men in the war., I do not care if he
happens to be a member of the other
party. And who are the people in the
bottleneck positions down there, heads of
these boards and bureaus, that you call
bureaucrats? Most of them are Republi-
cans. Why? It is perfectly natural., If
was accidental; what I mean, they were
not doing it on purpose, it was the logical
thing. You have got to have people
down there who know all about copper,
who know all about steel and aluminum
and brass and all these different things,
‘Where are you going to get them? The
little business fellow does not have the
time to give up his business and come
to Washington and look after it. Only
the big fellow, the dollar-a-year man,
who has somebody right beside him whko
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can take his place, can run off down to
Washington and stay here all the time,
and kind of look after his own business
at the same time, too.

So it was just a natural course to be
taken, that the big fellows would drift
into this. I asked down there why they
did not get rid of these steel fellows,
and everybody knows they are there. I
asked one of the officials why they did
not get rid of them. He said, “We have
to have somebody here who knows all
about steel, and if we would get rid of
these we would have to get somebody
else, and it would be about the same.”
And so that is the way it is, and that is
why you have so many Republicans in
that situation. Many more than 50 per-
cent of those who hold key positions in
W. P. B. and O. P. A. are Republicans.
Now if the Republicans can make and
do so much better job, I wonder why
they do not do it.

CROFP OF WAR MILLIONAIRES

By the way, we have one piece of leg-
islation which can be said to be strictly
Republican legislation in this Congress,
andi that is the tax measure. That is a
perfect piece of Republican legislation,
because the Republicans framed it. And
they have a right to dg that. They said
they were going to put over that tax hill,
that Ruml plan, that made the first crop
of war millionaires, or if they were al«
ready millionaires, they were determined
to make them bigger. But they were
only 75-percent millionaires when they
came out, but they have a group now of
75-percent millionaires, and they wrote
that bill. That is simply the kind of
legislation we can expect, and anyone
who had anything to do with writing
that tax bill has no right to criticize the
O. P. A., the W. P. B, the bungling bu-
reauerats, or anybody else.

Mr. CALVIN D. JOHNSON. Mr.
Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. PATMAN. Yes.

Mr., CALVIN D, JOHNSON. I was
quite interested in the figures that the
gentleman quoted concerning the sav-
ings, as I understood it, of some $6,000,-
000,000 in sugar alone. If my figures
are correct, and there are 130,000,000
people in the Nation, then a savings of
$6,000,000,000 would be about $47 per
person, or sbout 2% tons of sugar to
a family of 5.

Mr. PATMAN. Oh, I would rather
not have the gentleman take up my time
by going into figures. I shall put the
exact figures into the Recorp, and I shall
be glad to do it, on a per capita basis
and the total tonnage, not only for this
year, but for last year and other years.

Mr. CALVIN D. JOHNSON. And that
is the figure of 24 tons per family of
five?

Mr. PATMAN. Oh, I am not taking
any horseback opinion on that.

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. Mr.
Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. PATMAN. Yes.

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. Regard-
less of the fact that it happened that
I personally voted against the Ruml
plan, nevertheless, I was laboring under
the delusion that the Democrats were
in control of the House and are in con-
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trol of the House now, and when it
passed that bill,

Mr. PATMAN, Yes; but you see if one
group votes solidly it has a very power-
ful effect, and you gentlemen get to-
gether, and there are always some Dem-
ccrats that like to go along with the
Republicans, and they voted for it, and
in that way you have a group, and that
is true in voting on the Ruml plan in
both the House and the Senate. That
is what happens when you have a solid
bloe of votes.

Mr. McCORMACK. But notwith-
standing the statement just made, that
does not eliminate any minority respon-
sibility.

Mr. PATMAN, They have the respon-
sibility. They got together and framed
it. If they had voted their individual
opinions, there would be no such respon-
sibility, but when you frame up and say,
“I am going to vote with the Republican
Party” regardless of merit that is where
the responsibility falls.

. Mr. KEEFE, Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. PATMAN. Yes.

Mr. KEEFE. I read the gentleman’s
remarks made over the radio last night,
in which he told of a conspiracy between
the Republicans to destroy the economy
of this country and cause an increase in
the cost of living and thus bring about
inflation.

Mr. PATMAN., I feel complimented
that the gentleman took the time to
read it.

Mr. KEEFE. 1 did, and it is very in-
teresting and there will be comments
upon it later, as one might perceive from
the wires received last night from the
people of this country. What I am in-
terested in knowing is this. The gentle-
man is aware, of course, through reports
in newspapers that there has been a re-
quest for an increase in the price of coal
to about 60 cents a ton to the consumer,
Does the gentleman know that?

Mr. PATMAN. Oh, not only in the
price of coal but in other things.

Mr. EEEFE. I am referring to the
coal. Does the gentleman contend that
that prospective increase in the price of
coal to the consumers is the result of a
conspiracy on the part of the Republi-
cans, or is it due to the bungling of the
labor situation in this case, and the han-
dling of the whole labor problem which
has resulted in a wage increase that ne-
cessitates an increase in the price of coal.

Mr, PATMAN. Let me answer the
gentleman, You see, oftentimes we can-
not see the forest for the trees and we
cannot see the good things we are doing
because of picking out some little, insig-
nificant something. I will admit that is
a violation of the stabilization agree-
ment, and I hate to see it very much.
There are a lot of things that happen
that I do not like. But should I do like
that selective service board in Minnesota
the other day, just throw up my hands
and say, “Let the country go to the dogs.
Let the country go,” because something
happened which I did not like? Patriotic
citizens do not do that. I am not at-
tacking that particular selective service
board. All those boards that I know are
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composed of good fellows. But they acted
ill-advisedly there. They should have
given the matter more consideration.
What you mentioned there was hrought
about by 1 percent of the workers of this
country. The coal miners have about
500,000 members, which represents 1 per-
cent of the workers of the country. Let
us assume they did wrong, which they
did, and I denounce them for it. I de=
nounced them in the speech that the
gentleman read. Should we, because
these little, irritating and annoying
things, and things that we do not like
happen, representing only a very little
pinprick compared to the whole picture,
just throw up our hands and say, “Just
let the country go. We don’t care”? I
hope the gentleman is too big to do that.
Knowing him as I do, and knowing the
power of his logic and reasoning and con-
sideration of these things, I do not be-
lieve he is going to let those little things
throw him off. :

Mr. KEEFE. Mr, Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. PATMAN, I will be glad to yield.

Mr, KEEFE. Unfortunately, of course,
I do not have the floor.

Mr, PATMAN. I yield for a question.
I do not yield for a speech.

Mr. KEEFE. I want to say to the gen-
tleman I repeat the question that I asked
before and the gentleman in his usual
suave manner has not answered it at all,
Does the gentleman contend that the pro-
posed increase in the cost of coal which
is an element of inflation is due to a con-
spiracy on the part of the Republican
Members of this Congress, as you charged
in your speech last night?

Mr. PATMAN., With reference to that
particular thing, the Republicans were
not responsible for it as such. But, in
comparison with the harm you are abouf
to do, this will sink into insignificance.

Mr. KEEFE. Will the gentleman con-
cede that that harm, if it is a harm,
which causes an increase in the cost of
living so far as the price of coal is con-
cerned, is a thing which the Republican
Party has nothing to do with,

Mr. PATMAN. I will say to the gen-
tleman that he is too big to talk about
little things like that. When we have a
national debt of over $100,000,000,000 and
9,000,000 men under arms, with more than
2,000,000 on 55 battle fronts of the world,
giving their lives to save this country,
is the gentleman going to waste time talk-
ing about little things like that? I know
there is a prineciple involved, but at the
same time it is little, looking over the
whole picture, and I think the gentleman
in bringing it up really does the country
a little disservice. I hope he will pardon
me for saylng that. Because it provokes
other people to bring up little ticky things
and minor matters and just makes them
get furious and froth and foam at the
mouth and cuss out the Government and
everybody connected with it because some
little thing happens like that. What is
60 cents on a ton of coal compared with
the 9,000,000 boys in the war and the na-
tional debt of over $100,000,000,000?

Mr, KEEFE. Mr, Speaker, will the
gentleman yield? .
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Mr. PATMAN. I yield for a question
only to the gentleman from Wisconsin.

Mr. KEEFE. Do I understand, then,
with reference to the last statement
which the gentleman just made, “What
does 60 cents a ton on the price of coal
mean to the people in the face of 9,000,-
000 men in the service and the great na-
tional debt,” does he apply that same
philosophy to increases on the prices of
all commodities that may take place
from time to time?

Mr. PATMAN. No; that is just one
item.

Mr. KEEFE. I am going to ask the
gentleman to answer that question,
You did not answer my question.

Mr. PATMAN, The gentleman is try-
ing to raise the prices on millions of
commodities, and this only involves one
commodity.

Mr, KEEFE, No; the gentleman from
Wisconsin [Mr., Keere] is not attempt-
ing to raise the prices of millions of com-
modities.

Mr, PATMAN. I will answer it to my
own satisfaction. I have answered it to
my own satisfaction. I am not going to
yield to the gentleman any more except
for a question,

Mr. KEEFE. The gentleman has not
answered the question to anybody else’s
satisfaction.

Mr. PATMAN. With regard to the
question of fuel, that brings up a good
question. Iam glad the gentleman men=-
tioned fuel.

You know the gentleman from Massa-
chusetts [Mr. GirrForp] mentioned a
while ago—I do not see him. I wish he
were here—he mentioned about how bad
subsidies are. Oftentimes things come
up like that. Mr. GirForp comes from
New England, one of the finest sections
of this country——

Mr. PHILLIPS.
yield? “

Mr. PATMAN. Wait just a moment,
please.

The SPEAKER. The time of the
gentleman from Texas has expired.

Mr. PATMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to proceed for 3 addi-
tional minutes.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr, HOFFMAN. Reserving the right
to object——

Mr., PATMAN. Well, Mr. Speaker, I
ask for the regular order.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the gentleman proceeding for 3 more
minutes?

Mr. HOFFMAN. Mr. Speaker, in view
of the-rule that where there are other
special orders following, I do object.

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent to extend my
remarks in the Recorp and include an
article appearing in the Boston Post
recently.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection,

The SPEAKER. Under previous order
of the House, the gentleman from Kansas
[Mr, ReEs] is recognized for 15 minutes.

Will the gentleman
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THE FOOD SITUATION

Mr. REES of Kansas. Mr. Speaker,
the problem of an adequate supply of food
in this country is assuming most serious
proportions. We have reached a place
where Congress as well as the adminis-
tration must take a practical and realistic
view of the food situation. We must deal
with it as a part of the national pro-
gram. The supply of food in this coun-
try has become a part of the international
picture. We have got to realize that food
is a necessary war material. Food is not
only a war necessity but will also play a
significant part in the writing of a peace
and post-war program.

Mr. Speaker, our Nation had an all-
time high production of food crops in
1942. The record of production during
the past 3 years is not a thing that just
happened. A kindly Providence provided
rain and sunshine, but the farmers of
this country did their part, and more, to
produce the bountiful crops we have had
in recent years. They have worked from
daylight until dark, in sunshine and rain,
for 70 to 80 hours a week when neces-
sary, and the women and children have
worked with them in order that crops
may be produced and a supply of food
provided for our civilian uses and our
armed forces.

The demand for food production of this
country has been tremendous. Until the
last year or two there has been a carry-
over or surplus of some kinds of food,
but, Mr. Speaker, we are facing the year
1944 with a sharp decline in food sup-
plies and with practically no surpluses on
hand. For example, we have an under-
supp'y of feed at the present time which
in turn is bound to produce a smaller
supply of beef, pork, and other meat prod-
ucts. Hogs and cattle right now are go-
ing to the packers unfinished, which
means that an additional supply of mil-
lions of pounds of beef will not be pro-
duced. The present outlook for the dairy
business is that the amount of milk and
other products will not be increased in
the immediate future, In fact, the milk
situation can become critical in the next
few months.

I want to call your attention further to
the manner in which the administration
has attempted to handle that problem.
A few months ago administration of-
ficials decided the price of meat was too
high. No showing was made that the
grower of livestock was receiving ex-
orbitant prices for his labor or produc-
tion. He was not even consulted. In
June a roll-back of 10 percent on the
retail price of meat was ordered. The
payment of a subsidy was ordered to
take its place. What happened? The
meat packer and processor received a
subsidy of $1.10 per hundred on live-
stock purchased for slaughter and at the
same time cattle sold on the market at a
reduction of from $1 to $2 per hundred.
The producer, of course, did not get any
subsidy; he got the roll-back in the
price of his livestock of from $1 to $2 per
hundred. About $4,000,000 has already
been paid to processors and packers.
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Such action certainly did not contribute
to the increase in the supply of food.

Since that time further and different
rules have been promulgated whereby an
attempt is made to put ceilings on live
cattle, which has further confused, con-
founded, and complicated the situation,
These rules and regulations have been
worked out by individuals who have had
no practical experience in the production
of food, especially livestock, and who
would not seek the advice of those who
have had such experience. It is my
opinion, from my own exXperience, and
from the study I have made of this sit-
uation that unless this matter is cor-
rected promptly we are going to have a
dire shortage of meat within the next
few months. The irony of this situation
is that although we have millions of cat-
tle in this country, there.will be a short-
age of beef for the reason that there is
no incentive for the producer to deliver
a finished product in the market.

Mr. Speaker, I mention this as one
example of the short-sightedness and
mismanagement in dealing with the food
problem. Mr. Speaker, it should be
brought to the attention of the people of
this country that those who produce the
food are not getting rich. They are not
even receiving parity for their products,
when the cost of labor is taken into con-
sideration. Furthermore, Mr. Speaker,
although we are eating about 30 percent
better than before the war started we are
paying the lowest share of our income for
food in our history. It is only 21 percent
and believed to be the lowest of any na-
tion in the world, and let me emphasize
this, Mr. Speaker, that only one-half of
the 21 percent really goes to the farmer.
In other words, about 11 cents of the
consumer’s dollar reaches the man who
really produces the food.

Mr. WINTER. Mr, Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. REES of Kansas. I yield to my
distinguished colleague from Kansas.

Mr. WINTER. The gentleman is mak-
ing a very fine statement. I just wonder
if he has gone into the fact of whether
or not the subsidies that are being paid
in the meat industry have increased pro-
duction of meat on the market.

Mr. REES of Kansas. I am glad the
gentleman from Kansas [Mr. WINTER]
has raised the question. He has always
taken a deep interest in matters of in-
terest to the farmers of this country.
The payment of meat subsidies to the
packers and processors has not increased
production of meat on the market. The
very unfortunate thing about it is this,
that because of the confusion, misunder-
standing, and uncertainty of the situa-
tion, livestock men are putting their cat-
tle on the market now and have been for
the past several weeks, without their be-
ing finished, and many of them are do-
ing it at considerable financial loss. We
are not getting the production of meat
that we should have and we are going to
find meat production lower in the near
future.

Mr. WINTER. And you cannct cor-
rect that with subszidies?
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Mr, REES of Kansas., You cannot cor-
rect that by subsidies. Certainly not.
The livestock men are not asking for
gubsidies. Neither are they asking for
exorbitant prices for their products.

Mr. SCHWABE, Will the gentleman
yield?

‘Mr. REES of Kansas. I yield to the
gentleman from Missouri who has just
made a very informative address.

Mr, SCHWABE. These subsidies have
been paid for several months, which are
said to be for the producers of livestock.
Can the gentleman name any benefit that
the producers, the farmers have derived
from this system of subsidies? Can the
gentleman name a single farmer who can
sa}} that he has received any subsidy him-
self?

Mr. REES of Kansas. I think it is
generally understood, generally agreed,
that the farmer did not get any subsidy.
It went to the processor, to the meat
packer. The farmer did get the roll-
back, however.

Of course, it was suggested by those
who handled the thing that this benefit
would be passed on to the farmers. But
immediately, because of the uncertainty
of the thing, the market went down.
As I said a moment ago, it went down

from a dollar to $2 per hundred pounds, -

and the farmer did not receive any sub-
sidy, but took a loss of from $1 to $2
per hundred on his cattle.

Mr. HOFFMAN. Mr, Speaker,
the gentleman yield?

Mr. REES of Kansas. I yield to the
distinguished gentleman from Michigan.

Mr. HOFFMAN. The gentleman from
Texas [Mr, Patman] last night on the

‘ radio made this statement:

Bo, I say first to you housewives if the price
of ham goes up 10 cents a pound, thank the
Republicans and their radic spokesman,

Then, within a hundred words, he
said: a
So, I say to you farmers, if you bring your
hogs to market and get only 8 cents a pound,
blame all the Republicans,

He blames the Republicans if the price
to the farmers goes down; he blames
the Republicans if the price of ham to
the housewife goes up.

. Mr. PATMAN, Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield for a question?

Mr. HOFFMAN. Just how are the
Republicans to blame for any cause or
for any situation which arises within
or without O. P. A. when the majority
party, the Democratic Party, of which
the gentleman is a member, has had
absolute control of both branches of
Congress and of the Executive office
for the last 10 years?

Mr. PATMAN. Mr, Speaker, will the
gentleman yield at that point?

Mr. REES of Kansas. Let me say to
the gentleman from Michigan, I did
not hear the address.

Mr. HOFFMAN. I am quoting from
& copy of his address.

Mr. REES of Kansas. I did not hear
the speech of the gentleman blaming
the Republicans for this situation the
gentleman from Michigan has just de-
scribed, but I am surprised and cha-
grined that he would use his radio time

will
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to blame this thing on the Republican
Party; I think it is unfortunate, if such
is the case.

Mr. PATMAN. Will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. REES of Kansas., Iam sure there
must be an answer. I do not have time
to yield at this point.

Mr. HOFFMAN. Mr. Speaker, I de-
mand the regular order; the gentleman
from Texas has not addressed the Chair.

The SPEAKER. The regular order
is demanded. The regular order is: The
gentleman from Kansas will proceed.

Mr. REES of Kansas, As soon as I
have completed my statement I shall be
pleased indeed to yield to the distin-
guished gentleman from Texas.

Mr. HOFFMAN. Mr. Speaker,
the gentleman yield further?

Mr. REES of Kansas. Not now. Let
me complete my statement.

* It might be well to call your attention
to some figures that are practical and
rather significant. The wholesale ceil-
ing price on beef is 22 cents per pound.
You know what it costs in Washington
if you can get it. Eggs on the market
sold by the farmers in my community
last week brought 42 cents per dozen.
In Washington they are 70 cents. Of
course, the consumer paid more, but that
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money did not go to the farmer. It went
for handling charges, transportation
charges, and other expenses. Mr.

Speaker, the problem of food supply in
this country transcends the question of
how much the farmer is to get for his
work, although that is extremely im-
portant. The big problem is how the
greatest producing Nation in the world
may increase the production of all kinds
of food in order, so far as possible,
to meet the greatest demand ever known
in history. We must face the reality
more than ever that food is an essential
war weapon, and that food will be
one of the outstanding factors when it
comes to the writing of the peace among
the nations of the world. I call your at-
tention right now, for example, to the
lend-lease commitments we have made
during the past few months whereby we
have agreed to increase our supplies of
food to the Allies. I would further call
your attention to the request of the Pres-
ident that we share our food with the
starving people of the occupied countries
across the seas. The amount for food-
stuffs to be sent to Europe in the next 6
gonths is estimated at 7,300,000 metric
ns.

Mr. Speaker, we had just about the
same acreage of production we had 25
years ago. It is interesting to observe,
too, that our wheat and other grain pro-
duction in 1917 and 1918 was almost as
high as in 1942 and 1943. The demand
for food was not as great as it is at this
time.

The SPEAKER. The time of the gen-
tleman from Kansas has expired.

Mr. REES of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent to proceed for 5
additional minutes.

Mr. HOFFMAN. Mr. Speaker, reserv-
ing the right to object, are there any

.other special orders?
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Mr. PITTENGER. I intend to ask for
15 minutes.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from
Kansas? 5

There was no objection.

Mr. PATMAN, Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield now?

Mr. REES of Kansas. In just a mo-
ment; I will as soon as I complete my
statement.

Mr, Speaker, there has been too much
bungling, confusion, and misunderstand-
ing with regard to the food problem in
this Nation. There has been too much
theory and not enough realistic, practi-
cal, common sense used in dealing with
this question. The big question today is
how we may increase the food supply of
this country. Of course, nobody advo-
cates the payment of premiums or exor-
bitant prices for doing the job.

Mr, Speaker, we are short of food. We
are doing little or nothing to encourage
and increase its production. The whole
problem must be clarified and worked out
on a practical basis whereby we may be
able to secure a maximum supply of food
at fair and reasonable costs. The farm-
ers and producers of this couniry must
be given to understand, as never before,
that they have a most important part not
only in the winning of the war, but in
winning the peace that is to follow.
They must be given a clear understand-
ing that they shall have a reasonable
award for their efforts, and have definite
assurance they will not be further con-
fused by unnecessary bungling and red
tape and regulations. They must use
every effort to produce and provide more
and more food,

Mr. Speaker, the payment of subsidies
will not do the job. Subsidies will ag-
gravate the trouble we are seeking to
remedy. Subsidies are inflationary.
Subsidies will be passed on to those who
are fighting our battles as well as to our
children. Subsidies, if continued, will
lead to economic chaos. When this war
is brought to a successful conclusion,
subsidies will have to be withdrawn.
Then farmers will have to receive the
cost of production or go into bankruptcy.
Subsidies are unnecessary at the present
time.

Mr, Speaker, first, the whole problem
of food, its production, distribution, and
controls should be placed in the hands
of a war food administrator. The ad-
ministrator should have final determina-
tion on all questions involving the prob-
lem. He should have the support of an
advisory board composed of men who
have had practical experience in dealing
with the various phases of the question.

Second. Give the farmer prices that
will encourage magximmum production.
Let him be assured he will have fair and
adequate pay for his products on the
basis of what he is required to pay for
the things he needs to buy.

Third. Producers must be assured they
shall have an adequate supply of ma-
chinery and equipment. In the distri-
bution of manpower assure the farmers
of this country agriculture will be re-
garded as a part of the war industry.
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Fourth. Let the public recognize that
it is not just a question of helping the
farmer. The question we face is how
to get the food we must have, and what
at this late hour can be done to improve
the situation. Cheaper prices on a
product—beef, for instance—does not do
any good, if you cannot get the beef.

Fifth. Let the people realize our food
supplies are dwindling rapidly, and adopt
our program accordingly.

Sixth. Stop experimenting by allow-
ing theorists and bureaucratic adminis-
trators to bungle and confuse the situa-
tion. Administer our food program with
the least controls possible. Put empha-
sis on the fact that the more food we
produce the less control will be necessary.

Seventh. Shape our food program on
the basis of making the best possible use
of cur productive ability. It is a food
and nutrition program we need along
with a farm program.

Eighth., The farmers of the Nation
must be given to understand as never be-
fore, they have the cooperation and un-
derstanding of other groups engaged in
the war effort—as well as the adminis-
tration itself—in producing the maxi-
mum supply of food necessary for the
winning of the war and for the winning
of an early peace.

Mr. Speaker, I now yield to the gentle-
man from Texas for his question.

Mr. PATMAN. Will not the gentle-
man from Michigan read more of the
talkk that was made last night? For by
doing so he will disccver that the only
alternative to increpsed prices without
subsidies is lowering the price of the
farmer. He was reading the other al-
ternative; he did not read the explana-
tion above it, I will say to the gentleman.
I hope he reads it.

Mr. HOFFMAN.' Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. REES of Kansas. I yield again to
the gentleman from Michigan.

Mr. HOFFMAN, In answer to the
gentleman from Texas I will say that I
sent down this morning and had a com-
plete transcript made of his radio ad-
dress and I had intended to insert it in
the RECORD.

Mr. PATMAN. Ihave a copy of it here
if the gentleman would like it.

Mr. HOFFMAN. The gentleman got
it in before I did.

Mr., PATMAN. I have it here in my
hand.

Mr. HOFFMAN. But last night the
gentleman said that unless we had sub-
sidies the price to the farmer for his hogs
was going down and the price of ham to
the housewife was going up. If that be
true, in between there must be some
racketeering or profiteering, and the
whole procedure of processing, transport-
ing, and selling is in the hands of the
new dealers and the O. P. A.

Mr. MUNDT. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr, REES of Kansas. I yield to the
gentleman from South Dakota, who is
ever watchful to see that the rights of the
citizens of this counftry are carefully
guarded and protected.
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Mr, MUNDT. It is my pleasure to
have office next to the gentleman from
Kansas. I know from personal observa-
tion that he is one of the most careful
students of the House and one of its
hardest workers. I see a light in his
office late into the night. I appreciate
the time and attention he has devoted to
this question. But I have asked him to
yield for the purpose of asking whether
he does not feel that the first thing to do
to get production of food products in this
country is to provide for a single Govern-
ment food administrator?

Mr. REES of Kansas. I thank my
friend from South Dakota. I pointed
that out in my statement, and I appre-
ciate the fact that the distinguished gen-
tleman agrees with me on this matter.

Mr. MUNDT. I might point out that
on June 24, 5 months ago, the House Com-
mittee on Agriculture reported out the
Fulmer bill to provide for a single Gov-
ernment food administrator. For 5 long
months we have waited for action; 5
months of confusion, contradictions,
claptrap. The time has come now for
the majority leader and the majority in
Congress to give this body an opportunity
Eo gote for a wartime administrator of

ood.

Mr. CLEVENGER. Mr. Speaker, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. REES of Kansas, I yield to the
gentleman from Ohio, a distinguished
and active member of the Committee on
Agriculture of the House.

Mr. CLEVENGER. I have advices from
my distriet, I may say to the gentleman
from Kansas, that the hog floor has been
punctured to the extent of 90 cents a hun-
dred. Practically all last week the hog
floor of $13.60 has been $12.70 without any
support from the Government. On Tues-
day, Wednesday, and Thursday of last
week they could sell no hogs because they
were unable to take care of them at the
killing centers. Does not the gentleman
think that disaster is already upon the
hog producer right here at the height of
the movement of fall hogs?

Mr. REES of Kansas. May I say to
the gentleman from Ohio it is very un-
fortunate that those representatives of
the administration who prepared a re-
cent order fixing prices on live animals
have not had any experience at all in
dealing with livestock. Not only that,
but admitted at a hearing before the
gentleman’s great Agricultural Commit-
tee that they did not even consult with
representatives of the livestock industry
before they prepared and issued orders to
make these adjustments in prices on
cattle and other live animals,

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time
of the gentleman has expired.

PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE

Mr. PITTENGER. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to address the House
for- 15 minutes and to revise and
extend my own remarks ‘in the RECORD.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentleman
from Minnesota [Mr. PITTENGER]?

There was no objection,

Mr. PITTENGER. Mr., Speaker, the
gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Rees] has
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made a very constructive speech in con-
nection with this food problem. It has
been the practice when Members of Con-
gress criticize the innumerable bureaus,
administrations, departments, and agen-
cies of the Government in connection
with the domestic problems which this
country is facing due to the World War
to claim that they were retarding the war
effort. Of course, I do not agree with
that contention or that position. I feel
that when we have a bureau, administra-
tor, stabilizer, or any other man placed
in a responsible position in this Govern-
ment to see that our domestic economy is
carried on as it properly should be, con-
structive criticism is the only safeguard
that the American people have in that
respect.

During the past few weeks I have been
a severe critic of the Office of Price Ad-
ministration and I take back not a single
thing that I have said about the nu-
merous mistakes that agency has made.
In connection with our problem of min-
ing coal I feel that the coal miners were
in the middle, subject to politics, and
that they were entitled to a wage in-
crease. I feel that the American people
would also think the same if they were
properly informed. I have observed the
attitude of the numerous overlapping de-
partments and bureaus of this Govern-
ment in connection with the application
of the railway employes for a wage in-
crease. It is my opinion, after a study
of that subject, that that increase is
justified and I want to speak today in
reference to that matter.

A very serious mistake has been made
by this administration in the handling
of that problem. In order not to be
misunderstood may I say that I have con-
sistently supported the administration in
its war effort. I have voted for every
appropriation for the War Department,
for the Navy Department and for the air
forces and I give to those agencies of this
Government the high honor of having
done the greatest job that has ever been
done in human history. Second to that,
I say that labor and management in in-
dustry have produced the airplanes, the
tanks, the guns, and the ammunition
which has made it possible for our war
agencies to operate. I am sorry to say
that the various bureaus and domestic
agencies created by this administration
have failed at every turn of the road.

They have failed to appreciate the
problems of the railroad workers, they
have failed to appreciate the fact that
there ought to be an increase in the
wages of the railway employees.

May I say on this question of subsidies
which has been discussed here today that
roll-backs and subsidies are the greatest
fakes that has ever been proposed to the
American people. The monumental mis-
take that the administration made when
it froze wages was not to freeze the prices
of the products that the people buy. It
has made other monumental mistakes
also. It has employed men to occupy re-
sponsible positions in these different
governmental agencies who were thor-
oughly incompetent and unable to under-
stand the problems of the law of supply
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and demand and every other economic
problem presented to them.

I do not here make a blanket indict-
ment of a lot of able men who are doing
the best they can only to find that their
efforts and their policies in connection
with any constructive work in these dif-
ferent agencies are ignored or set aside
or not followed. The American people
will not stand for this sort of program.

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. Will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. PITTENGER. 1 yield to the gen-
tleman from Minnesota.

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. I believe
the gentleman from Minnesota will ad-
mit that personally I have practically no
railroad labor or coal-mine labor what-
soever in my district.

Mr. PITTENGER. I think that is
correct.

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. On the
other hand, the gentleman and I will
both admit that there are two groups of
people who, like the farmer, in respect
to certain commodities did not have their
recompense placed up to where it should
have been in line with other industries
and that is what has caused the major
portion of the trouble up to date.

Mr. EEEFE. Will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. PITTENGER. I yield.

Mr. KEEFE. Those people have the
final word and the final say in the for-
mulation of the rules and regulations
and addenda and appendices that have
been issued to the extent of over 3,000
since the O. P. A. has been in eXistence.
If the gentleman will direct his criticism
to that group down there the criticism
will be well founded, and we may prop-
erly exclude from criticism the great
number of fine men in these agencies
who are diligently trying to do a good
job, but find themselves thwarted by a
little group who sit in these positions of
economists and lawyers and who have
the final interpretation of the actions of
these fine men.

Mr. PITTENGER. I thank the gen-
tleman for his comment. As I pointed
out a while ago, I have no desire in this
criticism I am making to include a lot
of fine, conscientious, able men who are
in Government service and who are try-
ing to do a good job. I am directing rmy
comment to the bureaucrats and to that
element who have tried for week after
week to prevent what I think is a justi-
fiable increase in the wages of the coal
miners, and, to bring it down to date, to
that group and to those men, those in-
dividuals, those bureaus, and those com-
missions who are now denying to the
railroad employees, who have done a
masterful job in the field of railway
transportation, a small increase, to which
in my opinion they are justly entitled.

Mr. H. CARL ANDFRSEN. Mr.
Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. PITTENGER. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Minnesota.

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. In my
opinion, there is no Member of the House
who is more fair to the various groups
in America, regardless of whether or not
they are represented in his district, than
the gentleman who is now addressing

the House, the gentleman from Minne-
sota [Mr, PITTENGER].

Mr. PITTENGER. I thank my col-
league for that comment; but, to get
back to the subject, I want to talk this
afternoon about the increase in wages
for the railway employees. The railway
transpertation industry in this country
is most vital to our war effort. Railway
management and railway employees have
worked overtime day after day in an
effort to cope with the war needs, and
they have done a fine job. In my opin-
ion, the administration has taken the
wrong road in its efforts to circumvent
an increase in pay for this great body
of loyal Americans in this country.

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. PITTENGER, 1 vyield to the gen-
tleman from Nebraska.

Mr. CURTIS. The gentleman is re-
ferring to the turn-down by Judge Vin-
son?

Mr. PITTENGER. Yes.

Mr. CURTIS. Whom does Judge Vin-
son represent?

Mr, PITTENGER. You answer me. I
would like to know.

Mr. CURTIS. He does not represent
the Congress, does he?

Mr. PITTENGER. That is the trou-
ble. We have created these different
war agencies and then autocratic men
are appointed and they proceed to make
their own laws—they call them regu-
lations—and to make their own deci-
sions, in entire disregard of the wishes
of the Congress.

Some time ago I inftroduced a bill
which I wish the Members of this Con-
gress would have an opportunity to read,
providing that the Senate and the House
pass a concurrent resolution or a joint
resolution so that a commitiee of the
House of Representatives and a commit-
tee of the Senate should sit in with ev-
ery bureaucrat, every administrator, ev-
ery stabilizer, every agency of this Gov-
ernment, and see how they propose to
spend the money and what they pro-
pose to do, and then tell them how they
think Congress will react and respond,
and then report to Congress so that Con-
gress can be advised and can act intel-
ligently on these numerous requests for
money, most of which is wasted by our
domestic theorists, economists, and what
not.

Mr. CURTIS. I think the record
should be kept clear, however, that in
most of these acts, such as the Price
Control Act, the Congress delegated the
power, not to the bureau, but to the
Executive.

Mr. PITTENGER. That is true.

Mr. CURTIS. The so-called bureau-
crats are the agents of the Executive.
The Congress is not responsible for their
acts.

Mr. PITTENGER. Too many people
do not think this problem through. We
have in our Government three branches,
legislative, executive, and judicial. It is
the duty of the Congress to pass laws.
No Congress in history has ever re-
sponded in a world emergency like this
Congress and the preceding Congress in
voting wartime powers to the Executive,
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The administration features of our leg-
islation rest upon the administrators and
the bureaus and the bureaucrats ap-
pointed by the executive department of
the Government. Of necessity Congress
cannot watch the details of that admin-
istration. That depends upon the selec-
tion of men of experience, men of intel-
ligence, men who know the problems
and who know how to work them out
successfully. The gentleman’s com-
ment is very much in point in connec-
tion with this discussion as to the in-
crease in wages for the railway
employees. All of these remarks are in
point also.

The wage and labor policies of the na-
tional administration have finally
reached the absolute zero of justice or
reason. The erratic conduct of incom-
petent and inexperienced administra-
tors has become a commonplace of too
many agencies of the Federal Govern-
ment; the bungling of those charged
with control over labor relations has al-
ways been most conspicuous in the gen-
eral chaos of the Washington bureauc-
racy. But in the stupid and dangerous
mishandling of the railway labor situa-
tion, I believe the administration has
topped all its previous records of con-
fusion and folly. In my judgment, un-
less there is an immediate and direct re-
versal of recent railway wage policies,
the Congress must itself take action.

No man needs to stand here in this
House and defend the railway workers
of the United States. Each of us here
knows the splendid record of that great
body of men. The Nation knows that
under handicaps greater than ever be-
fore experienced, the railway industry
has transported our soldiers and our
war materials in a way that is far above
praise. Words are not needed when the
mountains of munitions and the mil-
lions of soldiers and sailors arrive at our
seaports safely and on schedule to tes-
tify to the contribution of our matchless
transportation industry. And the peo-
ple of the United States know well that
the pillar upon which that industry rests
is the skill, the devotion, and the loyalty
of the one and a half million men and
women enrolled in the railway service.

But the record of these railrcad
workers goes far beyond the period of
this war emergency. In every year of
peace this Nation has been dependent
upon the railway industry. The fact
that we are thus dependent upon the
industry and its employees has put in
their hands a great economic power—a
power beside which that of the coal
miners, or of any of our extractive or
manufacturing workers seems relatively
slight. I wish I could say that the agen-
cies of the Federal Government have
been as careful, as scrupulous, and as
completely responsible in the exercise of
their wide powers as these railway men
have always been in their conduct.
Every official in this Government could
well afford to study the record of the
great railway labor unions over the past
50 years, and especially over the past
two decades. That record is a lesson in
calm, sane leadership—a lesson in the
careful exercise of great responsibilities.
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That record justifies these railway
workers and their unions, now, in expect-
ing that they will receive at least ele-
mental justice and fair dealing from
their National Government. If any body
of our citizens has earned the right to
a square deal these railway men have
earned that right. But today they have
been so grossly abused, so grievously dis-
criminated against, that they have been
driven to make the most serious protest
within their power.

When these conservative labor groups,
led by the most cautious and reliable of
American union officials, can decide that
they have no recourse excepting to issue
a call for a strike vote of their member-
ship, then I say someone somewhere
has been guilty of a blunder of the first
magnitude.

What has happened? Some one of
these scintillating superscientists whose
unfettered imaginations incubate so
many sweeping governmental orders, has
decided that the well-tested methods of
handling railway labor disputes should
be discarded. The Railway Labor Act,
passed by the Congress upon the joint
request of labor and managements in
1926, has functioned well through pros-
perity and depression, in peace and in
war. The processes of collective bargain-
ing have carried on smoothly, under that
act, through many crises that have
brought disorder and havoc to other in-
dustries. For more than 18 months
of war, now, that Railway Labor Act has
been the reliance of the employers and
the employees, and the greatest assur-
ance of the Nation, that labor relations
on the railroads would stay on an even
keel. The railway workers themselves
have remained patient under circum-
stances much harder to endure than
those which have brought repeated dis-
ruption of more than one vital war-pro-
duction industry.

But the national administration, un-
satisfied with the widespread discord
created by the general folly of its labor
program, must rip up this law, must
override its procedures, and must place
in the hands of one man the supreme
power to dictate the wages of a million
and a half wage earners in this most
essential industry. I say that apart from
all questions of the specific merits of
the railway workers’ case, in this con-
troversy, there can be no doubt that the
administration has blundered fatally and
beyond repair in trying to scrap the most
effective labor law ever enacted by the
Federal Government. There may be de-
fects in the Railway Labor Act, but I
believe I can safely say that none of the
men now charged with dictatorial con-
trol of the labor policy of the Federal
Government is capable of improving upon
that law. Certainly no one among them
has the brains, or the experience, or the
capacity to stand up and say, “The Rail-
way Labor Act is out; hereafter I am
the law!”

Perhaps someone who had not kept in
touch with the railway situation might
think that some great mistake has been
made, under the Railway Labor Act,
which necessitated drastic Executive ac-
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tion. Had the railway managements and
the unions joined together to put into
effect extravagant wages that would
force rate increases? Had the unions
somehow arranged to raid the railway
treasury, and get away with exorbitant
demands? Were the unions asking for
such impossible working conditions as
to threaten the actual interruption of
transportation? Only some such threat-
ening catastrophe could justify the vio-
lence of the attack made upon the rail-
way workers.

But there was no such danger, no
such collusive action, no threat of dis-
rupted traffic or increased railway rates.

After 9 months of orderly and lawful
handling of an ordinary wage request,
an emergency board set. up under the
Railway Labor Act had decided that the
nonoperating employees of the railways
should be given an increase of 8 cents in
their rates of pay, “to correct gross in-
equities and to aid in the effective prose-
cution of the war.” The board which
made that decision was composed of
trained and experienced men, who were
well qualified to decide. The evidence
upon which they made their decision was
voluminous and comprehensive—it cov-
ered every conceivable phase of the rea-
sons for and against the wage increase.
The hearings which preceded the final
report of the emergency board lasted
for many weeks. The report was a
model of well-reasoned, conservative
judgment—too conservative, perhaps, in
having done much less than justice to
the railway employees.

The report and recommendation of
that board should have been accepted
as the basis of Federal governmental
policy. Instead, the “Dictator” of Eco-
nomic Stabilization on the last day open
for his action, interposed a flat veto on
the proposed wage increase, and sug-
gested that the emergency board recon-
vene to bring out such a report as he
would propose. The chairman of the
board quite properly, it seems to me, re-
fused to stultify the law and the action
of his board. Thereafter the Economic
Stabilizer remained inactive, allowing
the railway-wage situation to grow
steadily more critical, until October 16.
On that date, an Executive order created
a new board, called a special emergency
board, for which there was no warrant
in the law nor in the past practices of
the industry. The special board was
given special instructions. It was to
bring in such a report as would satisfy
the “buddha of the bureaucrats”—al-
though why the administration should
have gone to the trouble of creating a
new board simply to hallow the precon-
ceptions of the Economic Stabilizer, I
cannot understand.

Now we have read the report of that
special board, the board apparently to
end all other boards. This time, Director
Vinson did not wait a month to pass on
the board’s report; his approval came so
fast that his own press bureau must
have been racing with the board to see
which might get to the reporters first,
It is inconceivable that the Director gave
to the new report that careful considera-
tion which would have surveyed all its
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effects, before his stamp of approval was
given. It seems incontestable that the
board’s report was known to the Director,
as thoroughly as the Director’s orders
were known to the board. The perni-
cious character of the report of that
special board makes it look like the com-
bined effort of all the would-be union
breakers in the national administration,

The special board robs employee Peter
to pay employee Paul, and takes about
$19,000,000 a year out of the pockets of
the employees reduced, which had al-
ready been granted to them by the rail-
roads’ signed agreement. The Sharfman
board, in recommending 8 cents an hour
increase, figured the cost at $204,000,000
per year and held that this was not in-
flationary and was well within the abil-
ity of the railroads to pay without in-
creasing costs of the services that rail-
roads render to the country.

The special board recommends t:at
the agreement made between the rail-
roads and the labor organizations for 8
cents an hour with a minimum of 54
cents an hour in the industry be amend-
ed, thereby reducing large groups of
skilled workers 4, 3, 2, and 1 cent per
hour from the 8 cents already agreed to,
and that an additional 2 cents and 1 cent
per hour would be paid to a large group
of lower-paid workers. Here no mini-
mum is provided for and the lowest-paid
workers would actually receive less than
the 54-cent minimum agreed to by the
railroads and the labor organizations.
For instance, a man getting 40 cents per
hour would get 50 cents per hour under
the special board's award, but would re-
ceive 54 cents an hour under the agree-
ment signed by the railroads and the
labor organizations.

I certainly would not say, Mr. Speaker,
that the lower-paid groups should not
get 10 cents an hour and more—their
wages are far substandard—and I know
that the railway unions asked for a min-
imum of 70 cents per hour which seems
not exorbitant when the steel industry
minimum is at 78 cent per hour. But I
do protest against the twofold evil of
the new report. The American railways
and the American people are dependent
upon the work of the foremen and the
skilled mechanics in the shops, bridge
and building departments and the skilled
clerical workers of the railways, as well
as these lower-paid employees. Those
skilled employees, as well as the lower-
paid workers, are paid wages from 30
to 75 cents below what similar men are
getting in other industries. Many of
these foremen and mechanics and skilled
accounting employees have left the rail-
road service for outside employment,
where wages are so much higher and
where overtime compensation is much
more just. The decision of the special
board, if the railway unions and the Gov-
ernment were to accept it, would accel-
erate the already highly dangerous shift
of skilled men from our vital transporta«-
tion industry.

More insidious than that, Mr. Speaker,
is what seems to be the fundamental
purpose of this new report. What it
would do, and what it seems to have been
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intended to do, is to drive a wedge he-
tween the higher skilled and the semi-
skilled, lower-paid groups of employees.
It is beautifully designed to cause tur-
moil among the railway labor unions, to
disrupt the orderly and united handling
of labor problems which has done so
much for the railway industry and the
Nation. That decision seeks to set the
unions of less skilled against the unions
of higher skilled men; it seeks to enter
into every union and cause discord be-
tween the better paid and lower paid in
every department. Its effect, if not its
purpose, would be to divide the railway
employees, in order that the supreme dic-
tator of our economic universe might the
better rule them all. It would have been
an entirely different situation if these
lower-paid employees had been granted
higher rates—but not at the expense of
their fellow workers.

What kind of a stabilization plan is
this? According to the Special Emer-
gency Board’s report the lowest-paid
employees are being paid substandard
wages. Why not then correct these sub-
standard wages without creating greater
inequities among the other employees in-
volved? This kind of inept bungling
creates more strife and turmoil and tends
to destroy collective bargaining on a
fair and equitable basis. You can fool
some of the people some of the time, but
not all the time,

The railway unions have served no-
tice upon the administration that they
are not to be victimized by this elaborate
scheme. I congratulate these unions,
not only on their own wisdom in the
protection of the rights of the railway
workers, but also in having served far
more wisely than do our almighty admin-
istrators, the true welfare of the people
of the United States of America.

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

Mrs. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I was
unavoidably absent at the time the vote
was taken on the bill (H. R. 3356) to
increase compensation or pensions pay-
able to veterans of the World War. Had
I been present, I would have voted for
the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
previous order of the House, the Chair
recognizes the gentleman from Missouri
[Mr. Cannwon] for 20 minutes.

TAXES AND THE SALE OF BONDS TO
FINANCE THE WAR

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speak-
er, we are operating under an annual
budget of $104,000,000,000—$97,000,000,-
000 of which is for the war. Under the
tentative agreement advanced at the be-
ginning of this war, and under the
theory agreed upon by all economists, we
ought to meet these obligations half from
loans, and half from Government reve-
nues. In other words, under theschedule,
we ought to raise this year, in order to
meet our Budget of $104,000,000,000, $52,-
000,000,000 in revenue and $52,000,000,000
in loans.

As a matter of fact, we are raising at
this time under present revenue laws
$38,000,000,000. The Ways and Means
Committee next Monday will bring a bill

to the floor which is calculated to produce
an additional $2,000,000,000. The Treas-
ury indicated a need of $12,000,000,000
or at least a minimum of $9,000,000,000,
but the bill proposed will produce only
$2,000,000,000 additional. In other
words, with the passage of this bill, the
annual revenues under present condi-
tions will amount to about $40,000,000,000
a year., That means we are falling
$12,000,000,000 short of what we ought to
raise by revenue., Accordingly in order
to meet the Budget we will have to in-
crease our loans to $64,000,000,000.

That is a titanic task, but one easily
disposed of with proper management. It
is true there has been a slowing down of
momentum in the sale of bonds, and
some States made their quota with diffi-
culty in the last drive. But there are
vast reservoirs of capital yet untouched,
and the American people are ready and
anxious to buy if we can get the message
over to them. It is evident that delay in
completing quotas was largely the result
of confusion and misunderstanding and
lack of an adequate medium of sales-
manship. This can be remedied and the
campaign for sale of bonds organized
and expedited by a simple program of
appeal and education. The medium for
such a program is naturally the medium
utilized in every sales campaign in the
country—commercial and otherwise—
the newspapers. The next sales cam-
paign, the January drive for the fourth
loan is rapidly approaching, and the fifth
loan campaign in June follows closely.

We should plan at once for a business-
like newspaper campaign to inform the
public and secure cooperation. At this
stage of the war, bonds must be sold
largely through newspaper advertising,
the great avenue to the public interest
and favor.

Mr. HOFFMAN. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield for a question?

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. I yield to
the gentleman from Michigan.

Mr. HOFFMAN. The gentleman is an
expert on this question of taxation. Will
the gentleman before he finishes give us
his own opinion as to how much we can
raise by taxation and by borrowing, and
whether there is a limit,

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. There is
no ascertainable limit. Bank deposits
today are the highest in the banking
annals of the Nation. The capacity of
the investing public is far in excess of
the needs of the Government—even in
time of war. In addition to capital al-
ready in reserve, the national income is
annually adding somewhere between
$142,000,000,000 and $147,000,000,000 to
the resources of the Nation. The value
of all services and commodities avail-
able for distribution aggregate only about
$80,000,000,000, leaving somewhere be-
tween sixty and seventy billion surplus
funds to run riot. The more of this sur-
plus we can neutralize in Government
bonds the less danger of waste and in-
flation. Under the circumstances, the
sale of $64,000,000,000 worth of bonds in
this country is a small matter, if we
adopt the proper medium of salesman-
ship—if we can get the message over to
the people,
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Mr. EEEFE. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. I yield to
the gentleman from Wisconsin.

Mr. EEEFE. The gentleman has in-
dicated that budgetary estimates amount
to $104,000,000,000. Ninety-seven bil=-
lion dollars of that is for war purposes.
That $97,000,000,000 of budgetary esti-
mates is based on the War and Navy esti-
mates at the time they were sent up. An
examination of those estimates indicates
that they involve an estimate of the cost
of tanks, guns, ships, and everything else,
Does the gentleman have any idea how
much under those estimates the cost will
be, through the medium of renegotia-
tion? How much will the Government
pay out of the total expenditure of $97,-
000,000,000, when all of those contracts
for that expenditure have been renego-
tiated?

Mr. CANNON of Missourl. We have
saved in actual figures up to July, some-~
thing in excess of $4,000,000,000.

Mr. KEEFE. In renegotiation?

Mr, CANNON of Missouri. Yes. Ap-
proximately half of that was in cash
recovered and half in readjustments. Of
course, as time proceeds, the amount
saved by renegotiation declines, for the
reason that in the beginning when con-
tracts for the manufacture of munitions
were first negotiated it was a new and
untried fleld. Little, if any, of it had
ever been manufactured before. About
all we had were the blueprints, and they
were largely estimates. In short, neither
Government nor industry had any very
definite idea as to either’s methods of
costs. The principal miscalculation was
failure to take into consideration meth-
ods of mass production which had been
developed since the last war. When ac-
tual fabrication began, much was turned
out in mass production, which in former
years had been laboriously machined by
hand. The result was a speed and econ-
omy of production which completely
scrapped original estimates and con-
tracts. But today all such schedules and
contracts have now been readjusted and
rewritten. Costs are now accurately
standardized, and excess profits largely
reduced or eliminated. Profits from re-
negotiation are correspondingly small,
although in the aggregate the savings
through renegotiation are still a source
of material savings. No manufacturer is
making the profits made in previous
wars., No multimillionaires are being
created overnight. And if by chance
more than a very reasonable profit re-
mains after renegotiation, the tax col-
lector gets any excess on the income-tax
returns.

Mr. KEEFE. Will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. I am glad
to yield again to the gentleman.

Mr. KEEFE. Does the gentleman
have any preliminary figures as to the
probable amount that will be saved out
of the budgetary estimate of $97,000,-
000,000 expenditure for war as the re-
sult of renegotiation as applied to those
expenditures to be made in the rresent
fiscal year to which this appropriation
applies?
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Mr. CANNON of Missourl. With the
data at hand it is possible to estimate,
but it is only an estimate. On the basis
of the past 6 months it'is to be expected
that we will make material savings, but
not at the rate of renegotiation of the
early contracts.

Mr. KEEFE. May I ask the gentleman
this- further question? In the recent
military deficiency bill which the House
just passed there were apparently re-
ductions in the budgetary estimates con-
tained in that proposed bill of approxi-
mately $950,000,000. Isthe gentleman of
the opinion that further savings can be
effected through wiser, if I may so ex-
press it, expenditure of funds appro-
priated to the Army and Navy?

Mr. CANNON of Missouri, Not through
“wiser expenditure” because the care
with which this money has been ex-
pended up to this time is one of the ex-
ceptional features of this war. With the
information available at the time the
money could not have been more judi-
ciously expended. There has been less
unforeseen waste in this war than in any
previous American war. But conditions
and needs on the fronts change con-
stantly. It is impossible to accurately
foretell at the time estimates are made—
many months in advance and far re-
moved from the scene of action—just
what expenditures will be required. For
example, we were under the impression
in the early days of the war that we
would require large quotas of the smaller-
sized tanks. It later developed that such
tanks were wholly inadequate and we
discontinued manufacturing that type.

Even in so small a matter as barbed
wire estimates were widely at variance
with actual needs. Estimates for barbed
wire were based on the assumption that
we would need huge quantities of wire in
no man’s land and on the front whereas
the amount of barbed wire actually re-
.quired is negligible. In every drive we
develop ‘'new weapons and old weapons
become obsolete. It is impossible to fore-
tell in detail what the needs will be, it is
possible that these unpredictable changes
on the front can save some money out
of the $97,000,000,000. Perhaps $6,000,-
000,000, more or less. But that is contin-
gent. In the meantime the Budget must
be met and $64,000,000,000 in bonds must
be sold to meet it. Up to this time our
method of reaching the public through
the press has been largely through volun-
tary contributions of time and space on
the part of the newspapers.

We expect them to give their time and
go out into their trade territory and so-
licit the merchants and other business-
men to make up a page for which each
merchant would pay a small part and
the paper makes up the deficit. It has
been an imposition, not only upon news-
papers but an imposition upon the mer-
chants, and the papers find it is becoming
increasingly difficult to carry out such
programs. The bill (H, R. 2684) now
pending in the House provides a busi-
nesslike way in which to organize the
bond campaigns and pay those newspa-
pers a reasonable amount of their actual
costs, and put the bond issue before the
Nation simultaneously and in an ortho-
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dox, methodical manner, calculated to
get results.

While it is a secondary consideration,
we must appreciate the difficulties under
which the newspapers labor—especially
the weeklies. The metropolitan press is
not so adversely affected as it is the bene-
Aciary of the so-called institutional ad-
vertising by firms which have nothing to
sell but advertise heavily to maintain
goodwill and keep their names before
the public. But such advertising is lim-
ited to papers published in cities with a
population of 25,000 or over and does not
reach the newspapers in the rest of the

country comprising 52 percent of the.

population of the Nation. It is this 52
percent our bond campaigns must reach,
and we must reach it through the coun-
try press.

War conditions handicap the country
press more drastically than most any
other industry. Patronage is steadily
declining as the shelves of the merchants
become bare. Costs of production mount
steadily. Both labor and paper are
harder to get.

Notwithstanding the adverse condi-
tions under which they operate, the Gov-
ernment for some strange reason which
has never been explained, expects them
to contribute their only commodity free
gratis while it pays for every other com-
modity and service at highest prices. In
addition the Government floods the
newspaper offices with heavy releases on
every conceivable subject from ration
regulations to appeals for increased pro-
duction crowding out revenue-producing
matter with no thought of compensation.

But the prime purpose of the bill is
not the relief of the hard-pressed coun-
try press—as important as that problem
is just at this time. The real objective
of the bill is to sell $64,000,000,000 worth
of bonds in the most practical ~nd eco-
nomical way possible; to introduce ele-

mentary business methods in Govern- -

ment financing., It is estimated that
under the provisions of this bill we can
finance the needs of the Government at
an average cost of fifteen one-hun-
dredths of 1 percent of the amount re-
alized. And handle the issue in record
time.

Mr. MUNDT. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman' yield?

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. I yield to
the gentleman from South Dakota.

Mr, MUNDT. I am very much inter-
ested in the gentleman’s bill and have
studied it with some care. I agree with
him that the newspapers of America
have done a perfectly grand job thus far
in helping publicize, not only the bond
drives, but various other patriotic drives
that have been necessitated by the war.
I was wondering if the gentleman has
made any calculations as to what, in
terms of actual dollars and cents, this
bill would mean to the average small
publisher of a newspaper? Does the
gentleman have that broken down?

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. It is cal-
culated to involve average payments of
something like eight. or nine hundred
dollars a year to the small weekly. Of
course the actual amount would depend
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on circulation and prevailing rates In
the area.

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. I yield to
the gentleman from Nebraska,

Mr. CURTIS. Some months ago, the
Navy Department purchased space from
the newspapers for cash, to conduct an
enlistment campaign throughout six or
seven States. I would like to ask the
gentlemanr, Is it not true that the Treas-
ury Department is authorized now to buy
space in weekly newspapers, if they so
desire?

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Through
the War or Navy Departments as the
gentleman has indicated. The buying of
space by the Government is not a new
proposition. The War Department is
buying space, and as the gentleman says,
the Navy Department has been adver-
tising through the newspapers. Both
the English and Canadian Governments
advertise in newspapers. In this respect
the bill is not a departure. It is merely
an authorization and a standardization
o1 methods and practices in common and
universal use by business everywhere.
It is the most practical and economical
method of providing funds with which to
meet our war budget.

The bill meets with the approval of the
newspapers. In a plebiscite taken of the
newspapers recently, 2,545 newspapers
favored the bill and only 115 opposed it.

It meets with the approval of the mer-
chants and businessmen of the country
who have been solicited each bond drive
to contribute to the signature pages
which the Government asked the editors
to underwrite. Such a plan is not only
an imposition on the editor who must
pass the tin cup each time to the same
merchants up and down Main Street, but
it is unfair to these businessmen who are
asked to bear the cost of adertising the
drive each time while the rest of the
country is unsolicited.

In my opinion the bill also meets with
the approval of a majority of both
Houses of Congress.

Mr. CURTIS. Is the gentleman
aware that a similar bill, with certain
amendments, passed the Senate a few
moments ago by a vote of 35 to 27?

Mr., CANNON of Missouri. I am glad
to have the information. Iknew the bill
was under consideration in the Senate,
but did not know a vote was to be taken
today. The vote justifies the expecta-
tions of the friends of the bill and is a
tribute to Senator BanxueADp, who origi-
nated the bill and has advocated it with
such ability. It is another of many con-
tributions by the distinguished Senator
from Alabama to the practical solution
of difficult national problems.

Mr. CURTIS. It has certain restric«
tions. I do not know how the bill com-
pares with the bill which the gentleman
has introduced. -

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. The two
bills were originally identical. No doubt
Senator BankHEAD'S hill has been im-
proved during its consideration in the
committee and in the Senate.
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The SPEAEER pro tempore. The
time of the gentleman from Missouri has
expired.

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
proceed for 5 additional minutes.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
out objection, it is so ordered.

There was no objection.

Mr, MUNDT. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. I yield to
the gentleman from South Dakota.

Mr. MUNDT. One of the fears which
has been expressed concerning the bill
is that it might lead to an opportunity
for certain governmental agencies or
parties to play favorites. I know the
gentleman has been concerned about
eliminating that from his legislation. I
wonder if he can delineate for the House
those safeguards which are in the bill
to protect each and all among the pub-
lishers against any possibility of favor-
itism in the dissemination of this adver-
tising.

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. I am glad
the gentleman has brought up that point.
Any such apprehension is without foun-
dation. The payments are distributed
€qually to all the newspapers of the same
class. Regardless of fheir political
affiliations or editorial policy all news-
papers of the class admissible to the
mails as second-class matter receive the
same amount of space and could not pos-
sibly be subject to caprice, prejudice, or
political pressure.

Mr. GWYNNE. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. I yield to
the gentleman from Iowa.

Mr. GWYNNE, Under this bill would
the Government pay the regular rate
charged by the particular newspaper?

Mr, CANNON of Missouri. Naturally
space, requisitions, rates, and conditions
would be largely standardized to con-
form to local requirements, circulation,
and established rates within the trade
area.

Mr, Speaker, the bill is the answer to
one of the pressing questions of the day.
Vast sums of money must be raised both
during the remainder of the war and in
the first days following the armistice.
Let us get the job done in the quickest,
fairest, most businesslike, most econom-
ical, most practicable way possible,

The Senate has passed the bill by a
substantial majority. A majority of the
House favor the bill, It is to be hoped
that the committee will start hearings
and report it out in time to permit enact-
ment before the holidays.

LEAVE CF ABSENCE

By unanimous consent, leave of ab-
sence was granted, as follows:

To Mr. Priest, for 1 week, on account
of serious illness of his father.

To Mr. HiwseAaw, for November 17, on
account of official business.

To Mr. Jones (at the request of Mr,
JENKINS), indefinitely, on account of iil-
ness.

With-

ADJOURNMENT

Mr. GORSKI, Mr. Speaker, I move
that the House do now adjourn.
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The motion was agreed to; accordingly
(at 5 o'clock and 4 minutes p. m.) the
House adjourned until tomorrow, Wed-
nesday, November 17, 1943, at 12 o'clock
noon.

COMMITTEE HEARINGS
COMMITTEE ON THE MERCHANT MARINE AND
FISHERIES

The Committee on the Merchant Ma-
rine and Fisheries will hold a public
hearing on Thursday, November 18,
1943, at 10 a. m., on House Joint Resolu-
tion 182, to create the War Shipping
Field Service.

COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN AFFAIRS

The Committee on Foreign Affairs will
begin public hearings on Friday, Novem-
ber 19, 1943, at 10:30 a. m., on House
Resolutions 350 and 352, providing for
the establishment by the Executive of a
commission to effectuate the rescue of
the Jewish people of Europe.

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC.

915. Under clause 2 of rule XXIV, a
letter from the Administrator, Office of
Price Administration, transmitting the
sixth report of the Office of Price Admin-
istration, covering the period ended June
30, 1943 (H, Doc. No. 358), was taken from
the Speaker’s table, referred to the Com-
mittee on Banking and Currency, and
ordered to be printed.

REFORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC
BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of
committees were delivered to the Clerk
for printing-and reference to the proper
calendar, as follows:

Mr. COCHRAN: Committee on Accounts.
House Resclution 3556. Resolution providing
additional funds for expenses of conducting
studles and Investigations authorized by
House Resolution 30; without amendment
(Rept. No. 865). Referred to the House Cal-
endar,

Mr,. COLMER: Committee on Rules. House
Resolution 356. Resolution providing for the
consideration of H. R. 3477, a bill to continue
the Commodity Credit Corporation as an
agency of the United States, to revise the
beasis of annual appraisals of its assets, and
for other purposes; without amendment
(Rept. No. 866). Referred to the House
Calendar,

Mr. DICESTEIN: Committee on Immigra-
tion and Naturalization. H. R. 2832, A bill
to amend the Nationality Act of 1940 so as to
permit naturalization proceedings to be had
at places other than in the office of the clerk
or in open court in the case of sick or physi-
cally disabled individuals; with amendment
(Rept. No. 867). Referred to the Committee
of the Whole House on the state of the Union.

Mr. HOBBES: Committee on the Judiclary.
H. R. 3611. A bill to authorize the appoint-
ment of court reporters in the district courts
of the United States, to fix their duties, to
provide for their compensation, and for other
purposes; with amendment (Rept. No. 868).
Referred to the Cammittee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union.

Mr, OTOOLE: Commitiee on the Library.
House Joint Resolution 175. Joint resolution
commemorating the fortieth anniversary of
the first airplane flight by Wilbur and Orville
Wright; without amendment (Rept. No. 869).
Referred to the House Calendar.
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PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 3 of rtile XXII, public
bills and resolutions were introduced and
severally referred as follows:

By Mr. HOFFMAN:

H.R.3675. A bill to amend section 112 of
chapter 2 of title 88 of the United States
Code (Judicial Code, sec. 51); to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. JENNINGS:

H. R. 3676. A bill to amend the Agricultural
Adjustment Act of 1938, as amended, for the
purpose of further regulating interstate and
foreign commerce in tobacco, and for other
purposes; to the Committee on Agriculture.

By Mr. ELEIN:

H.R.3677. A bill to ald in the stabilization
of the economic structure of the United
States after the present war by amending the
Fair Labor Standards Act to provide for the
gradual reduction of the workweek to 30
hours; to the Committee on Labor.

By Mr. LUDLOW:

H.J.Res. 194. Joint resolution designating
November 19, the anniversary of Lincoln's
Gettysburg Address, as Dedication Day; to the
Committes on the Judiciary.

By Mr. DISNEY:

H. J. Res. 195. Joint resolution proposing an
amendment to the Constitution of the United
States relating to fiscal matters; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiclary.

By Mr. WALTER:

H. Con. Res. 56. Concurrent resolution to
express the sense of the Congress that the
annual Army-Navy football game for 1943
be played at Philadelphia for the benefit of
the United Service Organizations, Inc.; to the
Committee on Military Affairs. :

By Mr. O'TOOLE:

H. Res. 357. Resolution to create a select
committee to be composed of five Members
of the House of Representatives to investi-
gate the liguor distilling and wholesale liquor
industries in the United States and its Terri-
;lolﬁes and possessions; to the Committee on

28.

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Unde: clause 1 of rule XXII, private
bills and resolutions were introduced and
severally referred as follows: -

By Mr, EIRWAN:

H.R.3678. A bill for the relief of Floyd E.
and Lena Mae Drummond; to the Committee
on Claims.

By Mr. McGEHEE:

H.R.3679. A bill for the relief of Col. An-

derson F. Pitts; to the Committee on Claims,
By Mr. PHILLIPS:

H.R.3680. A bill granting a pension to Mrs.
Minta P. Andrews; to the Committee on
Pensions. 5

By Mr. PETERSON of Florida:

H.R.3681. A bill granting a pension to
Meargaret Haskin; to the Committee on In-
valld Pensions.

PETITIONS, ETC.

Under clause 1 of rule XXIT, petitions
and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk
and referred as follows:

3560. By Mr. BRYSON: Petition of Mrs.
Ray W. Denning and 40 other citizens of
Dowaglae, Mich,, urging enactment of House
bill 2082, a measure to reduce absenteeism,
conserve manpower, and speed production
of materials necessary for the winning of the
war by prohibiting the manufacture, sale, or
transportation of alcoholie liguors in the
United States for the duration of the war;
to the Committee on the Judiciary.

8561. Also, petition of 350 citizens of
Spencer, Ind, urging enactment of House
bill 2082, a measure to reduce absen-
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teeism, conserve manpower, and speed pro-
duction of materials necessary for the win=
ning of the war by prohibiting the manufac-
ture, sale, or transportation of aleoholie lig-
uors in the United States for the duration of
the war; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

3562, Also, petition of 199 citizens of
Clarksburg, W. Va. urging enactment of
House bill 2082, a measure to reduce absen-
teeism, conserve manpower, and speed pro-
duction of materials necessary for the win-
ning of the war by prohibiting the manufac-
ture, sale, or transportation of alcoholic lig-
uors in the United States for the duration of
the war; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

3563. Also, petition of Rev. W. A, Vanzant
and 40 citizens of Clifton, Colo., urging enact-
ment of House bill 2082, a measure to reduce
absenteelsm, conserve manpower, and speed
production of materials necessary for the
winning of the war by prohibiting the manu-
facture, sale, or transportation of alcoholic
liquors in the United States for the duration
of the war; to the Committee on the Ju-
diciary.

3564, Also, petition of Rev. J. H. Whedbge
and 97 citizens of Girdletree, Md., urging en-
,actment of House bill 2082, a measure to re=-
duce absenteeism, conserve manpower, and
speed production of materials necessary for
the winning of the war by prchibiting the
manufacture, sale, or transportation of alco-
holic liquors in the United States for the
duration of the war; to the Committee of
the Judiclary.

3565. Also, petition of Della Noe and 100
citizens of Grand Junction, Colo., urging en-
actment of House bill 2082, a measure to re-
duce absenteelsm, conserve manpower, and
speed production of materials necessary for
the winning of the war by prohibiting the
manufacture, sale, or transportation of alco-
holic liquors in the United States for the
duration of the war; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

3566. Also, petition of Bessie M. Guerhart
and 133 citizens of Gilkoa, Ohlo, urging enact-
ment of House bill 2082, a measure to reduce
absenteeism, conserve manpower, and speed
production of materials necessary for the
winning of the war by prohibiting the manu-
facture, sale, or transportation of alcoholic
liguors in the United States for the duration
of the war; to the Committee on the Judi-
ciary.

8567. Also, petition of Georgia Craig and
97 citizens of Atwood, Colo., urging enactment
.of House biil 2082, a measure to reduce ab-
senteelsm, conserve manpower, and speed
production of materials necessary for the
winning of the war by prohibiting the manu-
facture, sale, or transportation of alcoholic
liquors in the United States for the duration
of the war; to the Committee on the Judi-
clary.

3568. Also, petition of Rev. P. R. Hayden
and 43 other citizens of Houlton, Maine,
urging enactment of House bill 2082, a meas-
ure to reduce absenteelsm, conserve man-
.power, and speed production of materials
necessary for the winning of the war by pro-
hibiting the manufacture, eale, or transpor-
tation of alcoholic liquors in the United
Btates for the duration of the war; to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

3560. Also, petition of 127 members of the
First Avenue Presbyterian Church of Denver,
Colo., urging enactment of House bill 2082,
a measure to reduce absenteeism, conserve
manpower, and speed production of mate-
rials necessary for the winning of the war
by prohibiting the manufacture, sale, or
transportation of alcoholic liquors in the
United States for the duration of the war;
to the Committee on the Judiciary.

3570. Also, petition of 61 members of the
First Baptist Church of Puyallup, Wash., urg-
ing enactment of House bill 2082, a measure
to reduce absenteeism, conserve manpower,
and speed production of materials necessary
for the winning of the war by prohibiting
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the manufacture, sale, or transportation of
alcoholic liquors in the United States for the
duration of the war; to the Committee on
the Judiciary.

3571. Also, petition of M. V. Van Dyke and
354 other citizens of Nashville, Tenn., urging
enactment of House bill 2082, a measure to
reduce absenteeism, conserve manpower, and
speed production of materials necessary for
the winning of the war by prohibiting the
manufacture, sale, or transportation of alco-
holic liquors in the United States for the
duration of the war; to the Committee on
the Judiclary.

3572. Also petition of Rev. Harvey R. Nel-
son and 67 members of the Arvada Baptist
Church, Arvada, Colo., urging enactment of
House bill 2082, a measure to reduce absen-
teelsm, conserve manpower, and speed pro-
duction of materials necessary for the win-
ning of the war by prohibiting the manu-
facture, sale, or transportation of alcoholic
liquors in the United States for the duration
of the war; to the Committee on the Judi-
ciary.

3573, Also, petition of Mildred Browning
and 50 citizens of Hyde Park, N. ¥., urging
enactment of House bill 2082, a measure to
reduce absenteeism, conserve manpower, and
speed production of materials necessary for
the winning of the war by prohibiting the
manufacture, sale, or transportation of al-
coholie liquors in the United States for the
duration of the war; to the Committee on
the Judiciary.

3574. Also, petition of Mrs. J. Arthur Phelps
and 20 other citizens of Pueblo, Colo., urging
enactment of House bill 2082, a measure to
reduce absenteeism, conserve manpower, and
speed production of materials necessary for
the winning of the war by prohibiting the
manufacture, sale, or transportation of al-
coholic liquors in the United States for the
duration of the war; to the Committee on
the Judiclary.

3575. Also, petition of Dr. Howard P. Powell
and 113 other citizens of Charlotte, N, C., urg-
ing enactment of House bill 2082, a measure
to reduce absenteeism, conserve manpower,
and speed production of materials necessary
for the winning of the war by prohibiting the
manufacture, sale, or transportation of al-
coholic liquors in the United States for the
duration of the war; to the Committee on
the Judiciary.

3576. Also, petition of Anna K, Sanders and
49 other citizens of McLuoth, Kans., urging
enactment of House bill 2082, a measure to
redur.: absenteeism, conserve manpower, and
speed production of materials necessary for
the winning of the war by prohibiting the
manufacture, sale, or transportation of al-
coholic liquors in the United States for the
duration of the war; to the Committee on
the Judiclary.

3577. Also, petition of 92 members of the
First Methodist Church of Canon City,
Colo., urging enactment of House bill 2082,
a measure to reduce absenteeism, conserve
manpower, and speed production of materials
necessary for the winning of the war by pro-
hibiting the manufacture, sale, or transporta-
tion of alcoholie liquors in the United States
for the duration of the war; to the Commit-
tee on the Judiciary.

3578. Also, petition of 51 members of the
First Baptist Church of Erie, Pa., urging en-
actment of House bill 2082, a measure to re-
duce absenteelsm, conserve manpower, and
speed production of materials necessary for
the winning of the war by prohibiting the
manufacture, sale, or transportation of alco-
holic liquors in the United States for the
duration of the war; to the Committee on
the Judiciary.

3579. By Mr. COCHRAN: Petition of Wil-
lard D. Hayes and 20 other St, Louis citl-
zens, protesting against the passage of House
bill 2082 which eeeks to enact prohibition
for the period of the war; to the Committee
on the Judiciary.
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3580. Also, petition of Lee Cafferata, and
18 other St. Louis citizens, protesting against
the passage of House bill 2082 which seeks to
enact prohibition for the period of the war;
to the Committee on the Judiciary.

3581. Also, petition of Albert Klemm, and
20 other 5t. Louls citizens, protesting against
the passage of House bill 2082 which seeks
to enact prohibition for the period of the
war; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

3582, Also, petition of Henry Dawson, and
20 other St. Louils citizens, protesting against
the passage of House bill 2082 which seeks to
enact prohibition for the period of the war;
to the Committee on the Judiciary,

3583. Also, petition of M. Johns, and 20
other St. Louis citizens, protesting against
the passage of House bill 2082 which seeks
to enact prohibition for the period of the
war; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

3584. By Mr. SCHIFFLER: FPetition of
Ophelia McEiroy and members of a class of
women in the Sunday School of the First
Christian Church of Wellsburg, W. Va., urging
the passage of House bill 2082; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

3585. By Mr. GRIFFITHS: Petition of sun-
dry ministers of McConnelsville, Ohlo, sup-
porting House bill 2082, which would pro=-
hibit the manufacture, sale, and transpor=
tation of all alcoholic beverages for the dura=
tion of the war and until demobilization is
completed; to the Committee on the Ju-
diciary.

3586. Also, petition of sundry ministers of
Christian Churches of Caldwell, Ohlo, sup=
porting House bill 2082, prohibiting the man-~
ufacture, sale, and transportation of all alco-
holic beverages for the duration of the war
and until demobilization is completed; to the
Commiittee on the Judiciary.

3587. By Mr. MOTT: Petition signed by
Mrs. H. R. Martin and 17 other members of
the Loyal Women’s Bible Class of the First
Christian Church of Dallas, Oreg., urging en-
actment of House bill 2082; to the Commit=
tee on the Judiciary.

3588. By Mr. STEFAN: Petition of the reso-
lutions committee of the Nebraska Live Stock
Feeders Association, Iowa Beef Producers As-
sociation, Nebraska Stock Growers Associa-
tion, and Kansas Live Stock Association, de=
claring unalterable opposition to the contin-
uation of the price roll-back subsidy and
livestock celling price program, and asking
that consumers of the Nation be advised
that only by supporting food producers in
their efforts to eliminate this unsound, eco-
nomic policy which is throttling production
can their hope for adequate future food sup-
plies be insured; to the Committee on Bank=
ing and Currency. Ji

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

WEebNESDAY, NOVEMBER 17, 1943

The House met at 12 o’clock noon.

The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera
Montgomery, D. D, offered the follow-
ing prayer:

O Lord, our life and our salvation, we
praise Thee that through the ages no
loftier ideal has ever been given the chil-
dren of men than that exemplified by
the Galilean Teacher, His star is in
the firmament of humanity’s hopes to
which the nations look with trembling
appeal. Grant that in Him our thoughts
and deeds may meet, cleansing us from
the dross of passion and selfish interest,

Almighty God, strong men are needed,
youth is falling. Help us to go forward
to do our whole duty, trusting that the
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